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hands have helped to build up; a lifelike picture of a remarkable man, with his 
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his native city. He was, we believe, the first president of the 
Law School, or Board for Legal Studies which was established 
there, and has proved a remarkable success. Apart from public 
matters, Mr. Jevons’ professional career was long and distin- 
guished. He was admitted nearly half a century ago, and 
started in business by himself; subsequently became associated 
with the firm of Hurvey & Co., and afterwards to the time of his 
death carried on practice in partnership with Mr. T. O. Ryzey ; 
Mr. Jevons’ son being also associated with them. 





Tue GovEeRNMENT have lost no time in attempting to legislate 
on the administration of trusts. The Attorney-General was to 
introduce on Thursday a Bill which, according to the notice 
paper, is to be intituled “ A Bill to provide for the appointment 
of judicial trustees, and otherwise to amend the law respecting 
the administration of trusts and the liability of trustees.” What 
is the precise meaning of “judicial trustees,” and how far the 
amendment of the law as to the liability of trustees will be 

ro to be carried, are questions which cannot be answered 
until the Bill has been issued. It will be remembered that the 
report of the Committee on Trusts Administration altogether 
discarded the notion of the application of the principle of com- 
pulsion or the creation of a new public department, but suggested 
that, where an official administration is desired, the machinery 
adopted should resemble the system of judicial factors adopted 
in Scotland; that is to say, suitable persons should be 
nominated in each district, whose duty it would be to act 
as trustees when required so to do. These persons might be 
officials such as the district registrar or county court registrar ; 
but the report is in favour of the appointment of suitable 
non-official — such as solicitors or accountants, who 
would be likely to be better acquainted than an official 
with the circumstances of the trust. At the same time 
it was recommended that the person appointed, whoever 
he may be, whether official or non-official, should act pre- 
cisely as private trustees now act, using his own discre- 
tion, and proceeding, not as a judge, but as a man of busi- 
ness. He should have facility for access to a judge, and his 
accounts should be regularly audited. The trust funds would 
be deposited in court or with the Paymaster-General, or if in 
special cases they were allowed to stand in the name of the 
official trustee, he would have to give security. Having regard 
to the recommendations of the committee that the official trustee 
should conduct the trust, not as a judge, but as a man of busi- 
ness would do, it seems somewhat ominous to find the official 
trustees described in the title of the Bill as “ judicial trustees.” 
We shall see by-and-bye whether the measure really carries out 
the recommendations of the committee. 





Tux tone looked for life of Sir J. F. Srzruen by his brother, 
Mr. Leste Srzruen, has appeared this week, and, as might 
be expected, it is a biogra fy of a very uncommon kind—not 
only a work characterized by great literary skill, but a vivid 
portrait of a remarkable personality. What, perhaps, might 
not have been expected, considering the natural bias of a near 
and attached relative, is that the writer throughout shews the 
most scrupulous anxiety to arrive at a fair and absolutely 
truthful estimate of the character and work of his brother. 
His maxim—no doubt that which the manly subject of the 
narrative would have most desired—may be expressed in Porr’s 
phrase, ‘“‘Grant me an honest fame, or grant me none.” 
Accordingly, there is no attempt to conceal failings or to seek 
for any credit which by general admission could not fairly be 
claimed. ‘We hope hereafter to notice more fully this fas- 
cinating book, but we may refer this week to the singularly 
fair estimate of the merits of Sir J. F. Srzruen as a judge 
which is contained in the closing part of the work. ‘ Frrz- 
games thought,” says his biographer, ‘and I believe correctly, 
that he was at his best when trying prisoners, and was also 
perhaps conscious, with equal reason I believe, that no one 


could do it better. His long experience and thorough know- 
ledge of the law of crime and of evidence were great qualifica- 
tions. 


His force of character, combined with his hatred of 


mere technicalities, and his broad, vigorous common sense, 
enabled him to go straight to the point, and to — firm 
hand upon the whole management of the case. No ram or 
irrelevance was possible under him.” At the same time, while 
his powers were such as gave him almost unsurpassed authority 
with juries in criminal cases, he was remarkable for his anxiety 
to obtain fair play for the accused. ‘ Many stories have beon 
told me,” says Mr. Leste Sreruen, “of the extreme care with 
which he would try to elicit the meaning of some muddled 
remonstrance from a bewildered prisoner, and sometimes go 
near to the verge of what is permitted to a judge by giving 
hints which virtually amounted to questions, and so helping 
prisoners to shew that they were innocent, or had circumstances 
to allege in mitigation. He always spoke to them in a friendly 
tone, so as to give them the necessary confidence.” — But, as his 
biographer admits, in spite of his patience, he occasionally gave 
an impression of irritability “for a simple reason. He was 
thoroughly determined to suppress both unfairness and want of 
courtesy or disrespect to the court. When a witness or a 
lawyer, as might sometimes happen, was insolent, he could 
speak his mind very curtly and shortly.” Asa judge in civil 
cases, the biographer says he is told that an impartial estimate 
of his brother’s merits would require more qualification ; ‘the 
aversion to technicality and over-subtlety, to which I have so 
often referred, appears to have limited his powers. He did not 
enjoy for its own sake the process of finding a clue through a 
labyrinth of refined distinctions, and would have preferred a 
short cut to what seemed to him the substantial merits of the 
case . . . he contributed nothing of importance to the 
elaboration of the more technical parts of the law.” 





THE VERY WEIGHTY report on the Supreme Court (Officers) 
Bill, drawn up by a committee of the judges and adopted 
by the whole bench, should effectually prevent any further pro- 
ceeding with the measure in its present form. The important 
clauses of the Bill are clauses 1 and 2. The prefatory memo- 
randum explains that the object of clause 1 is to strengthen the 
safeguards in the existing law against the making of unneces- 
sary appointments. This it is proposed to do by an ingenious 
modification of section 21 of the Judicature Act, 1881. By that 
section, no appointment to any vacant office in the Supreme 
Court is to be made within one month of the vacancy without 
the assent of the Lord Chancellor, given with the concurrence of 
the Treasury. The proposal of the Bill is to omit this limitation 
of one month, and, whereas under section 21 the Lord Chan- 
cellor can make provision for the discharge of the duties of 
the office for the month, he is now to be empowered, 
with the concurrence of the Treasury, to provide for the per- 
manent discharge of the duties of the office without making 
any fresh appointment. The judges consider that these pro- 
posals, though in form an amendment of section 21, in reality 
reverse its effect and its policy. They point out that the 
appointment of the various subordinate officers engaged in the 
Supreme Court in the administration of justice is now vested in 
the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice, the Master of the 
Rolls, the President of the Probate, &c., Division, and in the 
Judges of Assize; and that while the object of section 21 was, 
on every vacancy, to give an opportunity for reconsidering the 
salaries and duties of the office before a vested interest was 
created by its being filled, yet, by limiting the period of 
vacancy, it was intended to recognize the complete authority 
and complete independence in making the appointments of 
the judges on whom the law imposed that duty and that 
responsibility. But clause 1 of the Bill, instead of pre- 
serving this independence, practically places all appointments 
under the control of the Lord Chancellor. In the opinion of 
the judges it enables the Lord Chancellor on any vacancy to 
suggest a particular person to fill it, and then, if his suggestion 
is not accepted, ‘to suspend the office for an indefinite period 
and appoint his own nominee to perform the duty at such salary 
as his lordship and the Treasury determine.” This result the 
judges strongly deprecate. A judge, they say, should not be 
placed in the position of being compelled to make an appoint- 
ment of which he cannot conscientiously approve, or to acce 








as the only alternative, the suspension for an indefinite 
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of an office to which he may attach importance, and for the 
due execution of which he is responsible. They also point out 
that the power of amalgamating offices contained in clause 2 
throws a further power of appointment into the hands of the 
Lord Chancellor. For any actual gee | of offices they 
are — that a remedy should be found if no adequate 
means for effecting their amalgamation already exist. But the 
proper means is not to make the existence of important offices 
connected with the administration of the law ‘‘depend on the 
fiat of any officer of State, however high his authority.” ‘We 
think,” the report adds, “‘ that any such question should be sub- 
mitted to the consideration of competent persons, by whom the 
various circumstances may be investigated.” 





THE SECOND clause of the Bill fares at the hands of the judges 
no better than the first. It has arisen out of doubts which 
exist whether orders in council regulating the Civil Service 
apply to the legal departments. Here, again, all power is en- 
trusted to the Lord Chancellor, subject only, so far as expendi- 
ture is concerned, to the control of the Treasury. The officers 
of the Supreme Court are to be regulated by orders of the Lord 
Chancellor, and, if the Bill passes, it is intended that orders 
similar to those recently laid down for the Civil Service shall be 
issued. Practically the doubt as to the application of the Civil 
Service orders seems to be based on the question of superannuation, 
and the judges admit that the existing law makes no provision 
on this head. Perhaps in certain cases such provision may be 
advisable, though the judges are strongly averse to extending 
it to offices of a judicial character. But the effect of the Bill 

es, they say, far beyond what is needed for superannuation. 
t violates a principle which has long governed the administration 
of justice in this country. In the courts of common law, in 
equity, in probate, divorce, and admiralty, the subordinate 
officials have been under the control of their respective courts, 
and not subject to a political officer of State. This condition of 
things has been confirmed by the Judicature Acts. The business 
of the Central Office and the duties of the officers are regulated 
by rules of court—that is, by rules made by the Rule Committee ; 
and the control of the officers of the Chancery and Probate, &c., 
Divisions is in the hands of their respective presidents. This 
control, as the report says, requires an intimate knowledge of 
the working of the departments and of the officers in them, and 
the duty of exercising it cannot be adequately performed except 
by constant personal attention. Any regulations n with 

ard to superannuation should be made by the Rule Com- 
mittee, with such reference to the Treasury as financial arrange- 
ments may require; but otherwise the existing means of 
control of the officers is sufficient. The judges express their 
strong objection to the transfer of complete control to 
the Lord Chancellor’s sole authority. It is in their opinion 
an attack on the independence of the great tribunals of the 
country, and in practice it means that authority would be 
vested, not in the Lord Chancellor, but in his subordinate 
officials, The report ends with four conclusions embodying the 
above opinions. The Bill would, if passed, effect an important 
change, and would be prejudicial to the administration of 
justice ; the abolition of legal offices should be submitted to the 
consideration of a competent committee before a change is 
made; any rule as to superannuation should be confined to 
offices of a non-judicial character; and any ions as to 
superannuation should be made by the Rule Committee, subject 
in financial matters to the control of the The report 
exhibits the whole matter in the clearest light, and will 
commend itself to the judgment of the profession. 





ForrgiTuRE CLAvsEs in the event of bankruptcy have fre- 
quently been the subject of judicial decision. The intention of 

e settlor or testator who inserts such a clause is that the 
property designed for the object of his bounty should not pass 
to a stranger; on the other hand, it sometimes happens that the 
object of his bounty is deprived of the Property when, as the 
event turns out, he might have continued to be in possession of 


subject to a proviso for cesser in case the life tenant does or 
nar ta any act or thing whereby he would be ived, or be 
; wed, of the beneficial enj 
CS 


t. that case 


an act of e tenant for life, and 





a bankruptcy petition him; but, though 

an order was made on it by iis vaginas, the Court of Ap 

set aside the order and dismissed the petition. Nevertheless, 

Srreuive, J., held that the forfeiture taken effect. The 
would n been 


a @ ve 
actually deprived of his interest, but by the act of bankruptcy 
he hed vesdered: Midiesll Mable te be deprived, and this was 
sufficient. According to the language of the judgment the 
liability seems to have been assumed to depend upon the 
presentation of the bankruptcy petition, or rather, petitions, for 
there were two. ‘‘It seems to me,” said Srietine, J., “ that 
the act of bankruptcy followed by two pare ee was 
an act which rendered him liable to be deprived of the beneficial 
enjoyment of the property.” But the petition is simply a 
means of enforcing the liability. Immediately on the commis- 
sion of the act of bankruptcy the liability exists, and upon a 
strict construction of the use the forfeiture is incurred, 
although no proceedings are ever taken to obtain a bankruptcy. 
Obviously a clause which could have such an effect as this is too 
rigorous. It is sufficient for the forfeiture to take effect when, 
but for the clause, the property would actually pass to the 
trustee in bankruptcy. Even in this form the clause operates 
harshly if the cer | is subsequently annulled, and hence 
the courts have abstained from enforcing the forfeiture where 
the annulment takes place before the bankrupt’s life interest 
falls into possession, or, perhaps, before any income is actually 
payable in respect of it ( v. Samuel, 12 Ch. D., pp. 158, 
159). 





Ir 1s weit settled that, in the construction of a contract to 
pay acertain sum of money as “liquidated damages,” these 
words do not necessarily prevent the court from disre, 
the expressed intention o ge psn and from treating the 
sum as @ penalty, so that only the actual damages can be 
recovered. This is the case, for instance, where the sum 
described as liquidated damages is made payable in the event 
of breach of stipulation to pay a fixed smallersam. For non- 
payment of asum of money no are by English law 
recoverable—an absurdity strongly criticized by Jzsszt, M.R., 
in Wallis are (21 Oh. D, 243)-—and Ay to Ba ma the 
8 Sum is immediately payable on failure y 

smaller cum ts coll 00 be » cneeadadan a ieee I v. 
Farren, 6 Bing. p. 148). And the same result follows, too, if 
a large sum is stated to be recoverable as liquidated damages on 
breach of a stipulation which is obviously of very trifling 
importance. . Such questions have usually arisen where the 
same sum is mentioned as for breach of any one of a 
series of ee ange The agreement cannot be severed and 
the sum confined to the stipulations to which it might properly 
apply, and consequently, if any By ten is for the payment of 
* a fixed sum of money, or if the breach of any stipulation can 







result in only trifli , the sum ied is treated as a 
penalty in 0 stipulations : Wallis v. Smith (suprd). 
At the same time the court will not ligh 





treat he sum as liquidated damages. pps ‘ : 
ewn e contrary the intention parties, as i re 
from the terms of the agreement, must at wo In Ward v. 
Monaghan (ante. p. 485) the lessee of a public-house covenanted 
to pay a sum of £50 by way of liquidated damages upon con- 
viction (before a court of summary jurisdiction) of.an offence 
against the Licensing Acts. He was convicted and & nominal 
fine imposed. The Divisional Court (Lord Russaxt, 0.J., and 
Cuarzs, J.) held that the £50 was thereupon recoverable, and 
reversed the decision of the Blackburn County Court judge who 
had treated the sum as a penalty. It the 
possible damage from the conviction was not to be estimated by 
the circumstance that only a nomi 
maintenance of the good character of the house was a matter of 





it, This result may follow, as ap from the decision of 
Sime, J., in Re Otway (43 W. R. 501), where a life interest is 


quite sufficient im to prevent the court from departing 
from the express words of the covenant. 
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i. 


THE ADMINISTRATION OF ESTATES BILL. 


Tue Administration of Estates Bill, which has been introduced 
by the Lord Chancellor, is a useful measure of consolidation. 
The statutes with which it deals are some thirty-six in number, 
and extend back as far as the Statute of Westminster II. (13 
Ed.I.). The 19th chapter of that statute made the ordinary 
liable to pay the debt of an intestate in the same way as execu- 
tors would have been liable had there been a will, and the 23rd 
chapter extended the remedies of executors by giving them a 
writ of account, under which they had the same rights as their 
testator would have had. A further extension was granted by 
4 Ed. 3, c. 7, which enabled executors to sue in trespass for 
wrongs in t of the goods and chattels of their testator done 
during his life, and the same reign produced two enactments of 
fundamental importance. By 25 Ha. 3, st. 5, c. 5, executors of 
executors were constituted representatives of the original tes- 
tator. They were to have actions of debt, of account, &c., in 
the same manner as the original testator, and, to the extent of 
goods recovered by them, they were to be answerable like the 
first executors. And by 31 Ed. 3, st. 1, c. 11, the ordinary was 
authorized to depute the administration of the goods of an in- 
testate to an administrator, who was to sue for debts of the 
deceased and to be answerable for his liabilities exactly like an 
executor. Another early statute, 21 Hen. 8, c. 4, enabled the 
acting executors to exercise a power of sale as to real estate 
contained in the will in cases where some of the executors 
refused toact. And c. 5of the same year, in addition to regu- 
lating the fees to be taken by the ordinary for grants of probate 
and administration, prescribed the persons to whom, upon their 
giving surety, administration was to be granted—namely, to the 
widow or next of kin or to both ; required executors and admin- 
istrators to exhibit inventories ; and continued the power of the 
ordinary to summon executors before him to accept or renounce 
probate. 

By the reign of Elizabeth, the next of kin of intestates 
appear to have discovered a way of obtaining control of the 
intestate’s estate without being liable to creditors. They pro- 
cured the admiuistration to be granted to a man of straw, and 
then took gifts of the estate from him, ‘‘ whereby,” says the 

ble to 43 Eliz. c. 8, “they obtain the estate of the 
intestate into their hands, and yet stand not subject to pay any 
debts owing by the same intestate.” In such cases the statute 
provided that the next of kin should be charged as executors 
de son tort to the extent of the goods of the intestate coming to 
their hands. 

Th: reign of Charles II. produced the Statute of Distribution 
(22 & 23 Car. 2, c. 10), subsequently amended by 1 Jac. 2, c. 
17, and by section 24 of the Statute of Frauds (29 Car. 2, c. 3) 
it was declared that the earlier Act was not to interfere with 
the husband’s exclusive right to the administration of the 
personal estate of his wife. 
section 10, made trust estates assets by descent for payment of 
debts; and an Act of the following year—30 Car. 2, c. 7—gave 
creditors of a deceased person a remedy against the personal 
representatives of an executor de son tort. By 38 Geo. 3, c. 87, 
statutory authority was given for the practice of appointing 
an administrator while the executor is residing abroad, and the 
court was also empowered to grant administration with the will 
annexed to the guardian of an infant sole executor during 
minority. By 11 Geo. 4 and 1 Will. 4, c. 40, executors were 
decl to be trustees of an undisposed of residue for the next 
of kin, and by c. 47 of the same session, the Debts Recovery 
Act, 1830, the laws for the payment of debts out of real estate 
were consolidated and amended. By 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, s. 2, 
the existing law, which allowed personal representatives to sue 
in trespass for injuries to the goods of the deceased, was 

lemented by iedieg them a remedy also for injuries done 
in the life time of the deceased to his real estate, provided the 
injury was committed within six months before his death and 
the action brought be ge a — after pa Mpo 0 and the wae 
section gave a remedy against the a tatives for 
wrongs done by the deceased to oa on peeaiael estate of 
ancther. A subsequent Act of the same reign, 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 
104, made freehold and copyhold estates assets in equity for the 
peyment of debts, whether simple contract or ty, with 


The Statute of Frauds also, by | TSP 





priority for ialty debts in which the heirs were bound, a 
aay | which was abolished by 32 & 33 Vict. c. 46. 

e present reign the law relating to probate and to grants 
of administration has been remodelled by the Court of Probate 
Acts, 1857 and 1858 ; the payment of debts out of real estate 
has been further facilitated by the Debts Recovery Acts, 1839 
and 1848; real estate has been made to bear its own burdens by 
the Real Estate Charges Acts, 1854, 1867, and 1877, more 
familiarly known as e King’s Acts; and the executor’s 
power of selling or mortgaging real estate has been regulated by 
the Law of Property Amendment Act, 1859 (Lord St. Leonard’s 
Act). Other enactments dealing with administration are section 
30 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, by which trust and mortgage 
estates devolve upon personal representatives; sections 2 and 3 
of the Intestates’ Estates Act, 1884, regulating suits by and 
against a person to whom administration is ted as nominee 
of the Crown; and the Intestates Act, 1890, by which the widow 
is allowed special rights in the case of the death of her husband 
without descendants. 

The various statutes which have been thus shortly described 
form the subject of the Lord Chancellor’s consolidating Bill. 
It is arranged under six headings — executorship, intestacy 
and grant of administration, duties, rights, and liabilities 
of personal representatives, payment of debts, distribution of 
estates, and supplemental. One of the most useful portions is 
that relating to payment of debts. Clause 23 reproduces the 
nome of 32 & 33 Vict. c. 46, by which all the creditors of a 

eceased person, whether by simple contract or by specialty, 
rank pari passu ; clause 24 shortly re-enacts the various statutes 
by which real and personal estate are made assets for Pn oo 
of debts; clause 25 does the same for the provisions of the Debts 
Recovery Acts, by which facilities are given for the conveyance 
of real estate ordered by the court to be sold or mortgaged for 
the payment of debts ; and clause 27 conveniently reproduces the 
effect of the Real Estate Charges Acts. 

Clause 27 reproduces in a somewhat altered form sections 14 
to 18 of Lord St. Leonard’s Act (22 & 23 Vict. c. 35), conferring 
upon trustees or executors a power of sale in cases where a 
testator has charged his real estate with paymert of debts,-or of 
a legacy or other specific sum of money. These provisions have, 
it is well known, given rise to much controversy among con- 
veyancers as to the person or persons who have power to sell in 
cases where the estate so charged is beneficially devised in fee 
or in tail. Probably the effect of section 18 is to preserve for 
the beneficiary the exclusive right of sale; but it is possible 
that, until the land is discharged from the burden, the executor 
has a power of sale also, and at any rate it is considered a wise 
precaution ‘‘ for a purchaser from the devisee to satisfy himself 
that all the debts have been paid, or to require the executors to 
authorize the pro payment of the purchase-money to the 
vendor” (Dart’s Vend. and Purch., 6th ed., p. 699). The Bill 
roduces section 18 of Lord St. Leonard’s Act in sub-clause 
(7) of clause 26, and the draftsman has made its meaning 
clearer by introducing the word “beneficiary” in the 

hrase “ devise of property to a beneficiary in fee or in tail.” 

ossibly, also, he has intended to remove the doubt as to the 
power of the devisee to sell. Section 18 concludes with a pro- 
viso that sections 14 to 16 shall not “affect the power of any 
such devisee or devisees to sell or — as he or they may 
by law now do”; the Bill runs, “shall not affect the legal 
— of any such beneficiary to sell or yar the property.” 

avin , however, to the doubts which exist, it would be 
advisable to shew by distinct words that this power excludes 
any power in the executor. 

The whole Bill is comprised in forty sections, and, if it 
becomes law, it will conveniently bring together enactments 
which have now to be gathered from numerous Acts of Parlia- 
ment. 


POSSESSION IN ENGLISH LAW. 
Recarpine property as divided into two classes, corporeal and 


in real, there is a marked distinction between them. It is — 
possible to have Coosa ge sical control—over the a 


one, but not over the other. inction is very mar. 


when we attempt to make a transfer of the property, If the 
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y the transfer of possession is made on a sale by a factor. 
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property is corpor 


done, all that the purchaser acquires is a right of action against 
the person in possession ; and in cases where the owner is out 
of possession, the transfer is made subject to the rights of the 
r. In the case of incorporeal property the case is very 
Fi fferent, since all that is necessary is to make a transfer of the 
rights of the owner. 
Three cases may occur in the case of corporeal property : 
(1) The owner in possession may transfer the ownership 
and deliver possession. 
(2) The owner may be out of possession and transfer the 
ownership. 
(3) The person in possession who is not the owner may 
transfer the possession. 
In the first case no difficulty will occur, for as soon as the 
transaction is complete the purchaser has exactly the same 
rights over the thing that the transferor had before the transfer. 
In the second case the purchaser takes subject to the rights, 
if any, of the person in possession. It follows that, wherever 
the owner is not in possession, the prudent purchaser inquires, 
before completion, from the person in possession what his rights 
are. For it must be remembered that it is possible that the 
person in possession has, by contract or otherwise, the right to 
retain ession for a certain time, or that he has a lien or 
charge on the property. 
In the third case the new possessor takes subject to the rights 
of the owner, except in some few cases, as, for example, where 


It follows from what we have said that, as a general rule, it 
is necessary for the purchaser of corporeal property of any 
nature to ascertain two things—namely, first, that the person 
who purports to make the transfer to him is the owner; and, 
second, that the purchaser will obtain possession on completion. 
This remark applies to sales both of land and moveable 
chattels. 

Now, the question whether a man is owner of a thing 
depends upon a number of antecedent facts. All these facts 
taken together constitute what is called his title. In the case 
of personal chattels it is not, generally speaking, necessary to 
carry our investigation of title far back, but some investigation 
is necessary, unless, indeed, we trust to the honour of the 
vendor. In the case of land the investigation is a somewhat 
costly matter. It will, however, be observed that the investi- 

tion of title, the result of which is to shew who is the owner, 
is a totally different matter from making inquiry who is in 
possession, a question which can only be settled by inquiry 
on the land itself. 

Now, what is the bearing of what we have said above on the 
sag of registration of title? It is quite possible to write 
own in a book that A. was the owner of the land on a certain 
day, and to declare that the ownership of the land is to be 
transferred by an entry in that book and in no other manner; 
but it is impossible to enter on the register who is the person in 
ag ne of the land, because he may vary from day to day. 

e Land Transfer Act, 1875, attempts to obviate the necessity 
of making inquiry as to who is in possession, for it declares 
(section 30) that a transfer for value shall, when registered, 
confer on the transferee an estate in fee simple, subject to 
certain rights, which do not include the rights of the person in 
possession, except in cases where he is a tenant under a lease or 
agreement for a term not exceeding twenty-one years, or under 
a lease for a longer term notice of which is registered : also the 

ae of the Statute of Limitations is prevented (section 
1 


Notwithstanding these provisions, it will be impossible for a 


eal it is necessary to transfer, not only the 
rights of the owner, but also the possession, as, if this be not 


being heard at Bow-street will be 


pletion, the purchaser can only purchase the right to bring 
an action to uire the land; he will not on completion 
acquire the land itself. 

It ee to us that the necessity of inquiry into possession 
is a valuable safeguard against fraud. The person who is 
registered as proprietor with absolute title may be a trustee; 
and it may be observed that a purchaser will not know of thir, 
unless, indeed, a restriction is entered under section 58 ; so that 
if the trustee registered as owner attempts to make a fraudulent 
sale or mortgage the sole protection that the cestuis gue trust have 
is that the fraud will be discovered before completion by the 
inquiries made on the land from the person in possession. 

t is quite a mistake to su that the operation of the 

Statutes of Limitation is inconsistent with registration of title. 
If a man acquires title under the statute as against the registered 
owner, a purchaser would find that the latter was out of 
possession and would decline to complete. The person whose 
title depended on the statute would be unable to convey by 
registered disposition, and therefore would have to apply for 
rectification of the register. 
The great use of the Statutes of Limitation is to correct errors 
in conveyancing, and to enable very small transactions by 
way of exchange to be carried out without a deed. If A. sells 
and conveys land to B., they both know what is intended to be 
conveyed. B. enters into possession, and whether some land is 
inserted in or omitted from the ree in the conveyance by 
mistake, no great harm is done. If A. attempts to sell the land 
omitted by mistake, or if B. attempts to sell the land included 
by mistake, an intending purchaser will by inquiry on the land 
itself discover that his vendor is not in possession, and thus the 
mistake in the conveyance will be discovered, and the attempt 
to make a fraudulent sale will be prevented. In either case 
the true owner will acquire title to the land in his possession by 
the lapse of time owing to the operation of the statute. But 
suppose that A. is registered as proprietor of the laud under the 
Land Transfer Act, 1875, and that similar mistakes are made. 
No length of time will cure the defect. If either A. or B. makes 
@ registered transfer, the land comprised in it will pass, notwith- 
standing that he is not in possession. If the parties discover 
the mistake, of course the regi may be rectified. But if 
neither of them have occasion to deal with the land for a long 
time, it may readily turn out that all evidence of what was 
intended is lost, so that it may not be possible to rectify the 
register. 








LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


RicHT oF AUDIENCE IN County CourTs.—By the County Courts 
(Right of Audience) Bill, introduced by Lord ONAGHTEN, it is 
provided that in section 72 of the County Courts Act, 1888, the 
expression ‘‘a solicitor being a solicitor acting generally in the 
action or matter” shall include any solicitor who is in the permanent 
and exclusive employment of the solicitor so — and who is 
instructed to ap’ in the action or matter by such last-mentioned 
solicitor. The Bill, which has been read a first time in the House of 
Lords, is intended to obviate the effect of the recent decision in Reg. 
v. Judge Snagge (42 W. BR. 603). 

ExTrabiTIon.—The Extradition Bill, introduced by the Lord 
Chancellor, is intended to meet the difficulty in the working of the 
Extradition Act, 1870, which has been a to light by the case 
of Dr. Cornelius Herz. Under the Act a fugitive criminal must, 
except where the offence is committed on the high seas, be brought 
before a police magistrate at Bow-street, and the case heard there. 
Hence, if the prisoner is unable through illness to be brought to Bow- 
street, the case cannot be heard at all. The Bill provides that where 
a Secretary of State, on representation made by or on behalf of tho 
criminal, is of opinion that his removal for the of his case 


prudent purchaser to complete without inquiry as to ion, | to his health, the of State may, by order stating the reasons 

as it is possible that the pee Se may allege that | for his opinion, direct the case to be nd batons & magistrate named 

he has rights under an unregis disposition under section | in the order, and at the in the United Kingdom at which the 
the purchaser may | criminal was appreh , or for the 


49, and if he declines to give up ion, 
be put to his action to recover the land. It need hardly be 


stated that, if the rights of the persons in possession are equit- 
able, the result of an action depending on the fact whether the 
purchaser has notice of equities is always somewhat doubtful, 
add to which that, if the purchaser finds a person in possession 


if the place is in 
or 8 stipendi 
prisoner is committed to await his 
of health to be removed ——— the 
detention at the for 
other place to 


time is. The magistrate, 
ie ogland, oy. 9 tropalan ol mane 
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who says that he shall decline to give up possession on com. | 


has been read a second time in the Houw of Lords, 
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REVIEWS. 
THE LAW OF TORTS. 
A TREATISE ON THE PRINCIPLES OF OBLIGA- 


Tue Law or Torts. 
TIONS ARISING FROM CIviL WronGs IN THE Common LAW; TO 
WHICH IS ADDED THE DRAFT OF A CODE oF CIVIL WRONGS PRE- 


PARED FOR THE GOVERNMENT OF INDIA. By Sir FREDERICK 
Pot1ock, Bart., Barrister-at-Law, Corpus Professor of Juris- 
prudence in the University of Oxford. FourtH Epirion. Stevens 
& Sons (Limited), 

A CoMPENDIUM OF THE LAW OF TORTS, SPECIALLY ADAPTED FOR THE 
Uss oF STUDENTs. By Huon Fraszr, M.A., LL.D., Barrister- 
at-Law. THIRD Epirion. Reeves & Turner. 


Sir Frederick Pollock’s concise and valuable work on the law of 
torts is running its natural course through successive editions. In 
the present edition no material change has been made. The book 
opens with an attempt to define the nature of tort in general, and to 
state the principles of liability in tort. The task is one of great 
difficulty, and it seems to be increased by the common antithesis 
between contract and tort. ‘‘A tort is an act or omission giving 
rise, ir. virtue of the common law jurisdiction of the court, to a civil 
remedy which is not an action of contract.’’ This is the negative 
definition from which Sir Frederick Pollock starts, and he proceeds 
to consider whether any general principles can be found to underlie 
torts as thus conceived. A peuititie test of a tortious act lies in moral 
blameworthiness, and it applies to such torts as consist in deceit, 
negligence, or malice; but, as the author points out, it does not 
apply to torts which consist in a violation of a right of property. 
Such a tort may be a theft, or it may result from a bond fide claim of 
right. Whether or no the act is morally blameworthy is not material. 
And this test failing, we do not gather that Sir Frederick Pollock 
suggests any other of a simple nature, although he enumerates 
(p. 19) certain heads under some one of which tortious acts or omissions 
may be brought. 

The fact seems to be that it is hopeless to find any general principle 
underlying tort as opposed bo Beanaete TY Bresck-of somber ate 
bs Dlsced in & category apart, so also should infringements of rights 
of property. Each is but a species of the general head of civil 
wrongs. It would, perhaps, be more helpful to the student if 
trespass and conversion were banished from ks on tort, and dealt 
with in the books on real and personal property. A book on con- 
tract treats of the nature of contract og the rights flowing from it, 
and also of the remedies for breach of these rights. So a book on 
property should treat of rights of property and also of the appro- 
priate remedies for violations of them. Every tort must involve the 
violation of some right, but, if the law of torts is to have a place by 
itself, it should be reserved for the violation of such rights as can 
scarcely be said to have an independent existence ; rights which only 
) become manifest in the violation, A man has a right to be pro- 

tected against the deceit of his neighbour, but the right is a mere 

fiction of analysis. The important matter is the injury resulting 
from the deceit. So with injuries caused by malice, by negligence, 
by the bringing of dangerous substances on to land. 

Probably a student would be well advised to commence his readin 
of the book with Book II., which deals with specific wrongs, an 
he should pay special attention to the wrongs to possession and 

treated of in Chapter IX. He will not find elsewhere 

@ discussion of the subject so clear and so thorough. In respect 

of malicious wrongs Sir Frederick Pollock is at variance with the 
of Appeal, and he disputes the correctness of the recent de- 

in Tomperion v. & (41 W. R. 565). Possibly he would 
dispute als ill later decision in Flood v. Jackson (43 W. R. 453). 
He suggests that Temperton v. Russell is not consistent with the 
decision of the House of Lords in The Mogul case, and, doubtless, the 
distinction between the two is not aTfogetor cary to make. But we 
imagine the trade union cases are well brought under the head of 
malicious interference with a man in his business or occupation, and 
such interference is clearly actionable, If, after of these 
fone gem the student returns to the first part of the book, he will 
much of importance and of interest in the discussion of the 
measure of Camngnt 90 of the consequences for which a tort feasor 
is liable; in the iption of the persons affected by torts, including 
limitations of capacity, the effect of a party’s death, and 
liability for the torts of agents and servants; and in the statement 
general exceptions to linbility; and he will bein » ition to 
judge how far the preliminary chapters really throw any light on the 
general principles of the law of torts. 
Mr. Fraser’s ‘‘ Compendium,” which has reached a third edition, is 


an analysis to some extent founded on Sir Frederick Pollock’s book. 
It is clearly and accurately compiled, and can be used with advantage 
. im connection with the larger work. 








FRENCH LAW. 


THE FRENCH CrviL CoDE, WITH THE VARIOUS AMENDMENTS THERETO 
AS IN Force on Marcu 15, 1895. By Henry Cacuarp, B.A., 
Counsellor-at-Law of the New York Bar, Licencié en Droit de la 
Faculté de Paris. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Mr. Cachard prefaces the translation of the Code Napoleon with 
an affidavit in which he swears that he is familiar with the French 
and English languages, and that his translation is a full, true, and 
exact translation of the Code and the amendments which have been 
made init. He has also obtained commendatory letters from Lord 
Russell, C.J., and from Baron de Courcel. The letters are polite, 
but, as might be supposed, the distinguished writers of them are 
careful to exclude the notion that they have fully examined Mr. 
Cachard’s work. In point of fact the translation seems to have been 
made with care and with fair accuracy, though we think the author 
would have done better to himself his oath and to leave others 
to judge of his capacity. e have not discovered any serious mis- 
take, though occasionally there are slips, and in some cases the 
translation might be improved. ‘‘ Au moins,” for instance, in article 
1129, is not ‘‘more or less”; “envers,” in article 1136, is not 
‘‘ against’; the phrase ‘‘en demeure,” in articles 1138 and 1139, is 
incorrectly rendered ; and ‘‘a same thing,” in article 1200, is hardly 
satisfactory English for ‘‘une méme chose.” In article 1117 we 
imagine “ nulle de plein droit”? would be better rendered “ absolutely 
void ” than “ void by right.” In article 1118 and elsewhere, where 
*‘ lesion”’ is reproduced in the translation, some explanation should 
have been given of its effect as a legal term; and in article 1370 it is 
wrong to translate ‘‘ engagements” by agreements. The best equiva- 
lent is ‘‘ obligations.” The obligation arising from a tort can hardly 
be described as an ‘‘ agreement.” In article 1382 the phrase ‘‘ par la 
faute duquel” is awkwardly translated ‘“‘owing to whom.” “ By 
whose fault” would improve the passage. On the whole, however, 
and notwithstanding the suspicions naturally aroused by the trans- 
lator’s affidavit, the volume seems to give a reliable version of the 
French Civil Code, and it has the great advantage of incorporating 
all amendments up to a recent date. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACT, 1875. 


THE Pusiic HEALTH AND LocaL GOVERNMENT AcT, 1875, AND THE 
STATUTES INCORPORATED THEREWITH, WITH SHORT EXPLANATORY 
Notes. By J. V. VEsEY FiTzGERALD, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
SEVENTH Epirion. Waterlow Bros. & Layton (Limited). 


This book is now so well known that it is not necessary to say 
much in commendation of it. Those who have worked by the 
previous editions will find it of importance to provide themselves 
with this, as so much alteration in machinery has been effected by 
the Local Government Act of last year, the most material portions 
of which Mr. Fitzgerald prints in the appendix, besides marking 
most of the changes by way of annotations to the principal Act. In 
a book that does not profess to be exhaustive it is toa great extent a 
matter of individual discretion whether a particular note should be 
inserted or not. It is therefore by way of suggestion only that we say 
that no mention has been made under the head of ‘‘ fire-plugs” of the 
non-liability of a local authority for damage by want of repair other- 
wise than by indictment : 7’humpson v. Brighton Corporation (42 W. R. 
161; 1894, 1 Q. B. 332). , & reference Tight well have been 
made on p. 17 to section 67 of the Local Government Act, dealing with 
the abel af of properties from one authority to another ; and a cross 
reference between p. 558 and p. 565 as to tents, vans, &c. There is, 
however, an important omission, and that is the absence of any 
notice of section 7 of the Local Government Act, which gives power 
to a parish meeting to adopt various Acts dealing with the public 
health. We have only been able to discover an obscure reference to 
the adoption of one of the Acts on p. 16, where, by the bye, a 
‘“‘ vestry meeting” is still ken of. Pilbrow v. Shoreditch Vestry 
(Addendum) has since been affirmed (43 W. R. 342; 1895, 1 Q. B. 
433); and St. Martin’s Vestry v. Bird (43 W. R. 194; 1895, 1 Q. B. 
428) has been decided on the same point. 





BOOKS RECEIVED, 


The Law relating to Public Health and Local Government: being 
the Public Health Act, 1875, and other Statutes affecting District 
Councils, with the Decisions of the Court relating thereto, and the 
Orders, Regulations, &c., of the Local Government Board. By the 
late WILLIAM CUNNINGHAM GLEN, Barrister-at-Law, and by the 
Editor of the present Edition. Eleventh Edition. By ALEx. GLEN, 
M.A., H.B., Barrister-at-Law ; including the Local Government Act, 
1894, and the Statutes and Orders relating to the Election of District 
oe ae ils. By A. F. JENxK«N, Barrister-at-Law. Two Vols. Knight 


The Law relating to Parish Councils: being the Local Government 
Act, 1894; together with an Introduction, Statutes relating to Parish 
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and District Councils, Orders and Circulars of the Local Government 
Board, Notes, Index, &c. By A. F. Jenxtn, Barrister-at-Law. 
Knight & Co. 

The Law of Settlement and Removal of Paupers, including the 
Removal of Paupers born in Ireland, Scotland and Isle of Man, 
Guernsey and Jersey. By A. H. Vutiiamy, Solicitor, Clerk to the 
Guardians of the Ipswich Union. Knight & Co. 


A Digest of the Law of Easements. By L. C. InNEs, some time 
one of the Judges of her Majesty’s High Court of Judicature at 
Madras. Fifth Edition. Stevens & Sons (Limited), 


The Life of Sir James Fitzjames Stephen, Bart, K.C.8.I., a Judge 
of the High Court of Justice. By his Brother LEsLIiz STEPHEN. 
With Two Portraits. Smith, Elder, & Co. 


The Law of Property; including its Nature, Origin, and History. 
By Recrnatp A. Newson, B.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet 
& Maxwell (Limited). 

Companion to the Solicitor’s Clerk. A Continuation of the 
‘‘Solicitor’s Clerk.” Embracing Magisterial and Criminal Law, 
Licensing, Bankruptcy Accounts, Book-keeping, Trust Accounts, 
&c. By CHartEs Jones. Effingham Wilson. 


Burdett’s Hospital and Charities Annual, 1895. Containing a 
Review of the Position and Requirements, and Chapters on the Cost 
of Management, of the Voluntary Charities, and an Exhaustive 
Record of Hospital Work for the Year; it will also be found to be 
the most Useful and Reliable Guide to British, American, and 
Colonial Hospitals and Asylums, Medical Schools and Colleges, 
Religious and Benevolent Institutions, Dispensaries, Nursing and 
Convalescent Institutions. By Henry C. Burperr. The Scientific 
Press (Limited). 

American Law Review. May—June, 1895, Editors: Szymour D. 
Tuompson, St. Louis; LzonARD A. JonES, Boston. Reeves & 
Turner. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE LAND REGISTRY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—A client of ours recently purchased a house forming part of 
an estate which had been registered under the 1862 Act. The 





abstract of title delivered to us shewed that the land was subject to to 


covenants contained in certain deeds, but the covenants themselves 
were not set out in detail. 

On proceeding to examine the abstract with the register at the 
Land Registry we referred to the copies of the deeds on the file and 
began to take more particular notes of the covenants contained in 
them. This, however, was stopped by the officials, and we were told 
that it was contrary to rule to allow copies or extracts to be taken, 
but we could be supplied with any office copies we might require on 
payment of the regulation charge. The inconvenience of such a rule 
on the examination of abstracts is manifest. 

As another instance of the facilities afforded by the Act, and of 
what may be expected with the proposed increase of officialism, this 
seems worth noting. 8. & C, 

London, W.C., June 11. 


NEW ORDERS, &c. 
THE BANKRUPTCY ACTS, 1883 AND 1890, AND THE 
BANKRUPTCY RULES, 1886 AND 1890. 

Pursuant to Clause 2 of Rule 5 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886 and 
1890, the Board of Trade hereby substitute the form of affidavit 
verifying Trustee's account set out at the foot hereof, in lieu of the 
existing Form No. 129 in the Appendix to the Bankruptcy Rules 
1886 and 1890, and henceforth the substituted form shall be in the 
Form 129 in the Appendix of Forms referred to in the said Rules.— 
Dated this 3lst day of May, 1895. 

By order of the Board of Trade. 

John Smith, Inspector-General in Bankruptcy, author- 
ized in that behalf by the President of the Board 
of Trade. 

No. 129. 

Affidavit verifying Trustee’s Account. 

(Filing Stamp 2s. Table A, Scale of Fees, see also Table A as to 
Stamps chargeable on Cash Book.) 
Title.) 

I, G. H., of , the Trustee of the property of the 
above named bankrupt make oath and say : 

That* the Account hereunto annexed marked B is a true copy of the 
Estate Cash Book, and contains a full and true account of my receipts 
and payments on account of the bankrupt’s Estate from the 





day of , inclusive,* and that I have not, nor has any other 
person by my order, or for my use, during any such period, received, 
or paid, any moneys on account of the said Estate,* other than and 
except the items mentioned and specified in the said account. 

Sworn at, &. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


High Court—Chancery Divisicn. 
Re DANSON, DANSON », BELL—Chitty, J., 29th May, 11th June. 


Witt—AccumuLATions—PRiMARILY LIABLE TO BE LAID OUT IN THE PuR- 
cHAsE oF Lanp—To ne pegsmep CarrraL Mongys unper Serriep 


Lanp Acre VaLinrry — Aas Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vicr. c. 

58)—Inrexrretation Act, tcT. c. 63). 

O ti ms. By will made in 1894 a testator devised his 
Cum’ strict settlement, and directed that accumulations 
Ee ne Oe ee hase under the said 
limitations should be deemed capital moneys ed Land Acts,and 
should be primarily liable to be laid out in the purchase of land, and the 
testator bequ lands to his pees A. pr dry antares 2: 
ing with thé uses of his Cumberland lands. Pro that during twenty - 
one years after his death the net profits of the said leasehold premises should 
be capitalised and become capital moneys of the settlement thereby made 
of his lands in Cumberland, and subject to the powers of the Land 








Acts in that behalf, and he desired that any therewith 
should, as far as , be lands in Cumberland adjacent to, or fitting 
to be held with his said in Cumberland. The question raised by the 
summons as whether the bove direction as to capitalisation for twenty- 









g of this Act settle 
manner that the rents, issues, profi! 
pertiely ccommmeates Se pcan 21a + 
than ng the otity or respective min any person or persons 
who, under the uses or trusts of the instrument such accumala- 
tion would, for the time being, if of full , be entitled to receive the 
rents, issues, profits, or to be accumulated.”” The 


for any longer period 


80 
statute contains no definition of land, but by the Interpretation Act, 1889, 
s. 3, unless the contrary intention appears, ‘the expression iand shall 
pope ry messuages, tenements, and hereditaments, houses, and buildings 
of any tenure. 

Gauer. J., said the accumulation directed was clearly not within the 
Accum as the accumulations were only primarily liable 
out in lan t was eaid that the testator intended to evade 
the Act, but he had only done that which was not probibited. The Act 
of 1892 contained no definition of land, and therefore the general defini- 
tion of the Interpretation Act, 1889, must be readin. Practically that 
included all corporeal hereditaments, aud it was impossible to that / 
it included money liable to be laid out in the purchase of land. That 
would require a special definition clause. The second observation was on 
the word ‘‘only.’’ Unquestionably the word was emphatic, and a 
leading part o enactment. It was no part of his lordship's function 
to endeavour to ascertain the motive of the in f 
Act and giving it such a limited 
tion to accumulate and lay 


renious ruct 
‘and Acts.” ‘His lordehif declined to pat thet similag Spterpeate 
Land Acts. 8 to put or any - 
tion upon such plain wall. ; ascertain the 
he turned to t — : 
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se es. Now was interim Tave time: ; 
he old land settlements, with powers of sale and terim 
investment of the proceeds. It was, if desired, and it might be / 


a 

the only investment. Then the 3rd sub-section of 21 brought in 
ation 25, with oer heads of me an ye at The rat pence 
thus sanc wen beyond anything w’ court would formerly 
have sanctioned under the head of “ of 

Lands Clauses Acts. They were no t of a permanent nature, and 
intended for the benefit of pi Tog in no conceivable eense 
amounted to a “ hase of iy direction for capitalization 
therefore im no trust which could be called a trust to invest in 
land only. It was not for his lordship to say whether this construction 
of the Accumulations Act, 1892, w 
open to him, would or would not limit the intended operation of the Act. 


‘hat was a question for the a. The trust for accumulation was 
valid.—Counsgy, J. 7. Prior; Byrne, Q.C., and Sargant ; Le-ett, Q.0., and 
Waggelt ; Frank Evans. Soxscrrons, Herbert B. Bell ; Reyroux, Phillips, ¢ 


Golding. 
[Reported by G. Row.axp Atstoy, Barrister-at-Law.} 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
ROYAL AGRICULTURAL SOCIETY OF ENGLAND Pe eng r, VESTRY 
AND OVERSEERS OF THE PARISH OF ST. @ E, HANOVER. 
SQUARE (Respondents)—11th June. 
Poor RATE—-EXEMPTION —Socrgery INSTITUIED FOR THE PURPOSES CF Scranca 
EXCLUSIVELY—VoLuNTARY Contatauticns—6 & 7 Vict. c. 36, 8. 1. 


Special case stated by consent and by an order of Day, J., upon an 
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appeal to the quarter sessions for the county of London against a poor 
rate, a general Tate. and a sewer rate respectively, made by the vestry and 
overseérs on the 29th day of March, 1894, for the parish of St. George, 
Hanover-square, in the St. George’s union, in the county of London, 
whereby the appellants were assessed in respect of certain premises 
occupied by them in Hanover-square. In the provisional valuation list 


these premises were assessed at £1,400 gross, and £1,167 rateable value. | 


The material facts set out in the special case were as follows :—The society 
was in rated by Royal charter on the 26th of March, 1840, for the 
general advancement of English agriculture and for the pee of prose- 
cuting (inter alia) the following national objects—namely, (1) to embody 
such information contained in agricultural publications and in other 
scientific works as would be useful fo the cultivators of the soil; (2) to 
select from correspondence all information likely to lead to practical 
benefit in the cultivation of the soil; (3) to ascertain by experiment how 
far such information lead to uscful results in practice; (4) to encourage 
men of science in their attention to the improvement of agricultural 
implements, the construction of farm buildings and cottages, and the 
application of chemistry to the general purposes of agriculture; (5) to 
mote very of new varieties of grain; (6) to collect informa- 

@ management of woods, plantations, and fences, 

and on every other subject connected with rural improvements; (7) to 
take measures for the improvement of the education of those who depend 
é soil for their support ; (8) to improve veteri- 

art ; (9) by the distribution of prizes and by other means to encou- 

@ best mode of farm cultivation and the breed of live stock; (10) 

to promote the comfort and welfare of labourers, and to encourage the 


improved management of their cottages and gardens. In T8589 the society 
voter an aa grant Of £500 to tie” Toya Veterinary College in con- 
sideration of their members receiving certain privileges, and from time to 
time have made other grants of money (including a grant of £200 in 1891 
to the Mansion House United Association on Railway Rates) to various 
rocieties and persons in furtherance of objects connected with agriculture. 
By the 19th bye-law of the society it was provided that the society should 
not make any dividend, gift, division, or bonus in money unto or 
between any of its governors or members. Section (i.) of 6 & 7 
Vict. ¢. 36, enacts that no person or persons shall be assessed or rated 
in respect of any property belonging to any society instituted 
for purposes of science, literature, or the fine arts exclusively . . . occupied 
by it for the traigaction of its business and for carrying into effect its 
fg. som provided that such society shall be supported wholly or in part 
yy annual voluntary contributions and shall not, and by its laws may not, 
make any dividend, gift, division, or bonus in money to its members.” 
On behalf of the appellants counsel! contended that the society was not 
liable to be rated, as it was instituted for the purposes of a science exclu- 
sively. It came, therefore, within the exemption provided by the Act in 
favour of ecientific institutions. The fact that in carrying to a practical 
issue information gathered from investigations in the science of Agriculture 
some of ite funds were devoted to subjects that could not strictly be 
described as scientific did not affect the question, as the object for which 
the society was founded was solely for the purposes of science: Re the 
Duty on the Estate of the Institute of Civil Engineers (39 W. R. 33, 20 Q. B. D. 
621). The object of the Royal Agricultural Society was national and not 
professional. It was supported wholly or in part by annual voluntary 
contributions. No profits were derived by the members, and a certificate 
from the ba gry! of friendly societies had been obtained that the society 
was enti to the exemption sought. [He referred also to the case of 
the Art Union of London v.. Overseers of the Savoy (38 Souicrrors’ Journal, 
459, 42 W. R. 690; 1894, 2 Q. B. 607), The Linnean Society of London v. 
Overseers of St. Anne, Westminster (3 E. & B. 793).] For the respondents 
counsel submitted that the society was not established exclusively for 
the of science. The case of the Institute of Civil Engineers did 
not Seite. That was a question whether a particular fund sought to 
be taxed was exempted on the grounds that it was income derived from 
property legally appropriated and applied ‘‘ for the promotion of educa- 
tion, literature, ce, or the fine arts.’’ Section 11, sub-section 3, 
of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1885 (48 & 49 Vict. c. 51), 
under Which the benefit was claimed did not contain the word ‘ ex- 
clusively” for the purposes of science, literature, &c. The decisions 
on this subject were numerous and laid down the broad rule that if the 
was not instituted exclusively for a scientific or literary purpose 
then the privilege could not be claimed, although the primary object of 
the institution might satisfy the statute. The exemption, for instance, 
was not allowed in the case of the Zoological Society (3 E. & B. 807) or the 
Russell Institute (Ibid, 416). 
Tux Covat (Wits and Waicur, JJ.) decided in favour of the vestry. 


Wu15, J., in dismissing the appeal, said that he felt no serious doubt 
the of the society was rateable, and that they were not 
entitled to the exemption claimed. The Act of Parliament was perfectly 
clear. If the exemption was to be claimed the society must be one that 
bad been instituted exclusiyely for the purposes of science, literature, or 
fine art. ‘The society was a most useful and valuable one to the nation, 
and it was to be regretted that the exemption did not apply. It was not 
necessary for him to exhaustively consider what objects would fall within 
the definition of ‘‘ science’’ within the meaning of the Act. One had only 
to look carefully into the objects of the society as eect out in the charter 
particularly the 6th, 7th, and 10th, to see that they were outside 
accepted scope of the word ‘‘scientific.’’ Nor did he think that they 
be within the larger area covered by the modern phrase 
re ecience.” Indeed, he thought that the most useful sphere of its 
operation consisted in teaching persons how best to cultivate the soil for 


Waiour, J., concurred. The object that the members of this society 


# 


LE 





bound themselves together to promote was stated by the charter to be for 
the advancement of English agriculture and for the prosecuting of certain 
national objects, some of which might, in a sense, be termed scientific, 
but others certainly could not be. The appeal therefore failed. Judg- 
ment for the respondents with costs.—CovunseL, Castle, Q.C., and G. M. 
Freeman ; Poland, Q.C., and A. Glen. Sorscrrors, Garrard, James, § Wolfe ; 
Caprons, Dalton, Hitchins, § Brabant. 


| Reported by Easxixe Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 
Court of Appeal. 
Re WOODIN, WOODIN ». GLASS—No. 2, 23rd May. 


Witt—Sprerciric Contincsnt Lecactx—Ricut to Intermeviate Incomz— 
InvantT —MAINTENANCE. 

Appeal from North, J. By his will, dated the 12th of October, 1866, 
Joseph Steward Woodin, after certain pecuniary legacies, gave and 
bequeathed to his trustees certain leasehold property upon trust to pay the 
rents to his daughter Emily during her life, for her sole and separate use, 
without power of anticipation, and after her death fo assign and transfer 
the same to and amongst the child or children of his daughter as she 
should by deed or will appoint, and in default of such appointment 
equally amongst such children, the shares of sons to be vested at the age 
ot twenty-one, and of daughters at that age or marriage. The testator 
further bequeathed certain other leasehold property to his trustees on 
precisely the same trusts for his daughter Sophia and her children, and 
continued: ‘‘ Provided always that in case either of my said daughters 
shall die without Teaving any child or children who shall live to acquire a 
vested interest in such messuages and premises, then I direct that the 
several messuages and premises hereby bequeathed in trust for her and her 
children shall be held in trust for my surviving daughter in equal shares 
and ber children in the same manner and with the same restrictions and 
limitations over as if the same had originally formed part of the messuages 
and premises hereinbefore bequeathed to my said surviving daughter.’’ 
After certain other specific devises and bequests, the testator gave the 
residue of his estate to his trustees upon trust for all his children (except 
his eldest son) who should be living at his decease absolutely in equal 
shares, the shares of sons to vest at twenty-one, and of daughters at 
twenty-one or marriage. ‘The testator’s daughter Emily died on the 23rd 
of Uctober, 1889, leaving a husband, the defendant, H. A. Glass, and 
three infant children. His daughter Sophia died on the 27th of August, 
1877, leaving a husband, the defendant, R. G. Marsden, and one son, an 
infant. Since the respective deaths of the'two daughters, the income of 
the trust funds had been accumulated, with the exception of £100 per 
annum, which in 1881 was ordered by Malins, V.C., to be pid for the 
maintenance of the infant son of Sophia Marsden. Doubts having 


arisen as to who. was entitled to the intermediate income between 
the eats Of the tenants for life and the vesti of the children’s 
to determine the tion. 


8 " 0 was en- out 











N > o-, aec rents 0 88 easeholds with 
the accumulations fell into the residue until a child of Mr. Glass attained 
a Vested interest, dnd were not applicable for maintenance. With regard 
to the ‘‘ Marsden ”” leaseholds he did not interfere with the existing order 
of Malins, V.C. One of the infant children of Mrs. Glass appealed. The 
defendant, H. A: Glass, also gave notice of appeal, contending that the 
accumulations of .the ‘‘Marsden’’ fund; should fall into the residue, 
except so far as it was affected by the order of Malins, V.C. The 
contention was that there was here a complete, segregation of leaseholds, 
and that the testator had provided maintenance clauses for every other 
case except this. The following cases were referred to: Re Dickson, Hil! v. 
Grant (29 Ch. D. 331), Re Holford, Holford v. Holford (42 W. R. 563 ; 1894, 3 
Oh. 30), Furneaux v. Rucker 4 . N., 1879, p. 135), Re Jeffery, Burt v. Arnold 
(39 W. R. 234; 1891, 1 Ch. 671), Re Adams, Adams v. Adams (41 W. R. 
329; 1893, 1 Ch. 329), Re Clements, Clements v. Pearsall (42 W. R. 374; 
1894, 1 Ch. 665), Re Burton, Banks v. Heaven (1892, 2-Ch. 38, 40 W. R. 
Dig. 97), Holmes v. Prescott (12 W. R. 636), Kidman v. Kidman (40 Li. J. Ch. 
359), Re Medlock, Ruffle vy. Medlock (55 L. J. Ch. 733), Hodgson vy. Earl of 
Bective (1 H. & M. 376). 
Tue Count (Linpiey, Lores, and Kay, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 


Lixpiey, L.J., in the course of his judgment, said that North, J., came 
to the conclusion that there was no gitt of the income of the leaseholds to 
the children until they attained twenty-one, and therefore maintenance 
could not be granted, and for that conclusion relied upon Furneaux v. 
Rucker (ubi supra). His lordship did not understand that case. If it was 
decided on principles which were supported by other cases, then it was 
wrong. Here they were dealing with personal property—leaseholds, and 
the three cases of Kidman v. Kidman, Re Medlock, and Re Clements (ubi supra), 
laid down the principles which were applicable to this case and were 
concisely stated in Theobald on Wills, ‘‘ A fund which has been severed 
for the benefit of a tenant for life and remainderman carries the interest 
accruing between the death of the tenant for life and the vesting in the 
remainderman.”” The intention of the testator was to be gathered from 
the words which he had used. It was an extraordinary thing to say that 


it was not-the intention of the testator that the children should have the 
intermediate income. The cases cited by Mr. Vernon Smith were not 
oppoeed to these, but did not fall within the same category. His lordship 
was of opinion that the decision must be reversed and the proper declara- 
tion made. 
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Lorzs, L.J., entirely agreed, and said it was quite clear that they were 
carrying out the intention of the testator. He had difficulty in 
understanding Furneaux v. Rucker (udi supra), and did not agree with it. 


Kay, L.J., came to the same conclusion. He said that if these lease- 

| holds were severed from the bulk of the testator’s pereonal estate, the rule 
would apply ; if they were not, the period between the death of the tenant 
for life and the children taking would fall into the residue. He failed to 
see how this case could be distinguished from the cases cited and the 
principle laid down for a considerable time. The only case contrary to 
those principles was Furneaux v. Rucker (ubdi supra), and bis lordship pro- 
tested against that being treated as an authority. North, J., oak te 
have followed that, and to have gone against the current of authority of 
other cases. Appeal allowed.—Counszr, Buckley, Q.C., and John Chester ; 
Swinfen Eady, Q.C., and Methold; Vernon Smith, Q.C., and Rowden ; 


Eustace Smith. Sorscrrons, T. W. Mitchell ; Torr, Gribble, Oddie, § Sinclair. 
{Reported by W. S#aticross Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
BIDDULPH v. BILLITER-STREET OFFICES CO.—North, J., 28th May. 
ForecLosunE—Form or Orper. 


Motion for foreclosure. The defendants were the defendant company, 
who heir leasehold premises to the plaintiffs, ‘the 
other defendants were holders of mortgage debentures which were eaid to 
create a charge on the premises. They were issued by the company after 
their mortgage to the plaintiffs. The defendants did notappear. Counsel 
asked for judgment according to the form in Seton, vol. ii., p. 1628, giving 
one time for the defendants to redeem plaintiff, &c. ; but 


Nonrtn, J., instead of giving the defendants ‘liberty to apply as they or 
he might be advised’’ according to the form in Seton, substituted for 
those words ‘‘ in the event of such redemption the defendants or defendant 
making the same are or is to be at liberty as they or he may be advised for 
the addition to this judgment of any further accounts and directions con- 

uential thereon, which, by reason of such redemption, the court ma 
think just’’: Jennings v. Jordan (per Lord Selborne, 6 App. Cas. 711). 
** On pe yg se the defendant so applying is ‘not’ to give the 
plaintiff notice thereof.’”’” In Seton ‘“‘not’’ is omitted.—Counssz., 
Lyttelton Chubb. Soxscrror, J. T. Beard. 


{Reported by R. S1tieM, Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
WITHERS v. BERRY—29th May. 


Bru or Sate—Girr or Furntrvre py Huspanp To Wire—Recistration 
—ApPparEnT Possession—Brits or Sate Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vicr. c. 
31), ss. 3, 4. 


Appeal from a county court in an inter . i 
debtor, Mr. Berry, was married to the claimant, Mrs. Berry, in 1872, and 
they resided together until the oy 1892. In mgt im 1889 Mr. Berry 
conveyed the houee in which they li to his 
Berry had no separate property at the date of the marriage, but she had 
row p magne A saved money out of the allowance made to her 4 her hus- 
band for purposes of housekeeping, and these savings had, in the opinion 
of the court, been allowed by Mr. Berry to become his wife’s separate 
property. Furniture had from time to time been t for the house 
in which Mr. and Mrs. Berry resided, and had been for 

and partly by Mrs. Berry out of the savings before referred 

After the conveyance of the house to his wife Mr. a executed a 
of gift, by which in consideration of his natural love 
wife he gave to her all the furniture in the houee in question. 
was about the time of its execution as a bill of sale under section 
10 of the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, but it was never re-registered under 
section 11, after the pericd of five years had expired. In 1892 Mr. and 

. Berry ceased to live together, and a deed of separation which was 
then executed contained a clause by which Mrs. 7 ae the house 
and furniture to her husband. In 1894 a part of the ture was taken 
in execution to satisfy a judgment debt of the husband’s. Mrs. Berry 
claimed the furniture so seized, and the county court 3 See 

was & 





against her claim, on the ground that the deed of gift of sale 
requiring to be registe according to the Act of 1878, and that the 
furniture was in the apparent possession of Mr. . In the course of 
the argument on the appeal v. t¢ (1894, 2 Q. B. 18); 
Charlesworth vy. Mills (1892; A. C. ); Ki v. (1892; 1 Q. B. 
582); kson ¥. Swire (9 App. Cas. 653) ; Q. . D. 53) ) 


‘ewlove V>~ Shr. ry (21 Q. B. 41); a 
Cases in Bankruptcy (1895), p. 52) were cited. 


Tue Court (Cuartesand Wricut, JJ.) allowed the appeal. 


Cuanves, J., after stating the facts, said:—The furniture ae See 
paid for out of moneys belonging partly to the wife and partly 
usband, both were interested in it as joint tenants or tenants in common. 
Then when the deed of gift was executed Mrs. Berry acquired the entire 
interest in the furniture. In one sense, no doubt, that the 
definition of a bill of sale in section 4 of the Bills of Sale Act, 1878. 
Act applies to ‘‘ every bill of sale executed on or after the Ist of 


; | the deli 


seize or take ion of gp Penge ye le A 
subject to suc Dill of sale.” bill of sale which confers such a power 













requires registration. Did this document give to Mrs. @ power to 
seize the furniture at any time? Yan of Spiuion thet it aid uot Mrs. 
was in possession of all the furniture and this document could not 
ve her a power to seize. I come to that conclusion a from authority, 
t the ju t of Lord Esher, M.R., in Ramsey v. eT ee 
= In that case goods were in the a hus and w 
ved. The place where they were was th the possession of 
either, but the court thoug! ht to attribute the possession to the 
to whom the husband had given the good m that 
4 ir 


Foe Dv case 
p w as laid down by the Lord lor in Charlesworth v. 
Mills. That case was no doubt under the Act of 1882, an 

cellor does not deal with the question of a case under the 
Act of 1878, but Ramsay v. Margrett was under the Act of 1878, 
and I understand the court in that to have held that under 
either Act if you find possession the document itself that 

the case out of 





is enough to take Act. Further, I think that even 
if there were no possession by the wife before the execution of the 
deed of gift, yet the furniture was not in the possession of the 
husband ; for he had conveyed the house and furniture in it. Here 

in, my view is confirmed by authority terthwaite. Again, in 
1892, w furniture to 


oe eS Se 

pag pt ~ at Gosut tae saa cae ‘oo. a 

was in the a t w 

levied in 1894? On this point also there is authority : 

hese goods were not in the apparent po ior he 

pO ion of Mrs. Berr 4 na to ait i n 

possession of the grantor is to that if the are in the or 
meron tind oa who mabe tho bill of vale 

are to com 


picte: 





















akan ¥. Swire Gaye CAROt be dor 
Waienr, J.—I mn CET GES Saino 
pe SG 
the 0 was even 8 were 

Soovonstan off the bashed of ian dake of tap Goculinn, Sill the commie 
would be entitled to recover, on the 


seeins to me that Cave, J., laid 
(14 Q. B. D. 386), when he said that the Bills of Sale Acts do not include 
‘any case where the object and effect of the 
transfer the ion from the grantor to the grantee.’”’ 
allowed.—Counset, Wallace, Q.C., and Cecil Chapman; W. H. 
Soxicrrons, Lee ¢ Pemberton ; Everett. 

(Reported by T, R. C. Dixt, Barrister-at-Law. } 


HENRY AND ANOTHER v. SMITH—22nd May. 


But or Excuance—Dszitvery wits Paro. Acresment—ImMMepiaTe 
Parties. 


This was an from the judgment of the county court judge sitting 
at Shoreditch dec ng to eel evidence of » emia Gea 
of a bill of Smith, the on Pag ey 
the plaintiff, and also a creditor of a man named Wright, obtained 
an ce from tight Say 436 at fnnenel Se OS oe eee 

R Wass Oe Oe ee ent was verb 










judgment for plaintiff. It was contended for the plain 
eutheclty of Silke v. Snel (Sa. that the evidence ough 
been received, it was open to an under 
of Exchange Act, 1888, to shew as 
a the ality f the a admissible tho not 
iow quality o very was even th 
‘ : 892, ade 


Hesledean V. Siemens (1 2 Q. B. 547), Wallis v. 


C. P. 00). 


explai in Jolly (10 Mee H. 708) and in Crus 
. ned a Foster v. . M. ¥ 

(L. R. 5 C. P37). ayy. & 
Tue Cover (Granruam and Waicur, JJ.), dismissed the appeal. 
Grantuam, J., eaid the pointwas an interesting one, because Pike v, 
Swen nae See See SS 

n Foster v. 


But that case seemed inconsistent with 
it was not relied on but excused 
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7 Ves. 211; 
320). 


ili v. Wilson, 8 Ch. App. 888; Flight v. Gray, 3 C. B. N.S. 
Tn eq there was the special exception that 31 déseneens parol | 
ment might form a ground for refusing specific performance, and | 


Agreement mig @ enforced by a separate action or | 
m. But the question was not whether there was special | 
for relief as distinct from defence, nor whether there was a ground 
or counter-claim or for another action, but simply whether under 
pee f circumstances the rule was not that contended for by the 
plaintiff. The rule was clearly so. As-the point as to whether there was 
an equitable defence was not taken below the court had no jurisdiction 
to give relief on that ground.—Covunset, Herbert Reed, Q.C., and G. M. 
Cohen ; Rufus Isaacs. Soxtcrrons, Dyson § Smith ; Fraser § Christian. 


[Reported by C. G. Wiieranam, Barrister-at-Law. } 












CRICK (Appellant) v. THEOBALD (Respondent)—29th May. 


Weriours anp Mzasvixes—Use ror Purposes or Trapg—WEIGHTS AND 
mes Acts, 1878 (41 & 42 Vicr. c. 49), s. 19, anp 1889 (52 & 53 
Vier. c. 21), s. 1. 


Case stated by justices of Somersetshire. The respondent was charged 
at a petty sessions at Wells under section 1 of the Weights and Measures 
Act, 1889, with having unlawfully had in her possession for use in trade 
@ weighing machine not stamped as required by the said Act. The 

, an inspector of weights and measures, found in the smelting 
house on premises on which the respondent carried on business as a smelter 
and lead manufacturer a pair of beam scales which were ——— 
The scales were used in checking the weight of the produce of the works. 
When lead was consigned to purchasers an invoice was sent with it 
rattan bey weight specified on it, such weight being ascertained some- 
times by weighing the lead on the scales in question, and sometimes by 
counting the pigs of lead. The weight of every pig was entered in a book 
before leaving the works, after it had been weighed on the scales in ques- 
tion. The purchasers made returns of the weight of lead received, and 
theee returns were as a rule accepted by the respondent, but it was 
admitted that if any material difference in favour of the purchaser should 
arise between the weights specified by the purchaser and those entered in 
the books at the works the former would in all probability be disputed by 
the respondent. The justices dismissed the information, and stated this 
case at the request of the appellant. The questions were whether the 
weighing instrument in question was in the possession of the respondent 
for use for trade within the meaning of the Acts of 1878}and 1889, and, if 
80, whether the facts stated would support a conviction. Section 1 of the 
Act of 1889 (which is to be construed with the Act of 1878) requires every 
weighing instrument “‘ used for trade” to be verified and stamped by an 
, and imposes a fine upoD any person having in his possession any 
hing instrument not so s 





ew Section 19 of the Act of 1878 enacts 
‘ every contract, bargain, sale, ordealing . . . forany work, goods, 
‘wares, or merchandise, or other thing which have been or is to be done, 
sold, delivered, carried, or agreed for by weight or measure shall be 
deemed to be made and had according to one of the imperial weights or 
measures ascertained by that Act, - and all tolls and duties 
charged or collected according to weight or measure shall be charged or 
collected according to one of the imperial weights or measures 
ascertained, &c. Such contract, bargain, sale, dealing, and collection of 
tolls and duties as is in this section mentioned is in this Act referred to 
under the term ‘ trade.’’’ 


Tus Court (Cuartes and Wricurt, JJ.) allowed the appeal. 


Cuantzs, J.—The question is whether, upon the facts stated, the scales 
Were used for trade. It seems that they were used for the purpose of 
weighing lead proposed to be sold to purchasers and afterwards consigned 
to them. It is true that the purchasers were entitled to weigh the lead 
when they received it, but the invoices bore upon them a statement of the 
ee ge as determined by the respondent’s scales. It is impossible to 

section 19 of the Act of 1878 into an English section, but the 
meaning is plain : everything is trade which is concerned with a contract 
for sale. e think upon the findings of the justices their decision 
Avge , and this case must be remitted to them with a direction to 
con 5 


Wauicur, J.—I Of 


agree. course it wo n_ otherwise if the 
t had confined the tise of these scales to t es OF her OWn 
Bar-Nere she made Feprescntations to purchasers tha 





é representations 1 ese were the 
weights of the lead sold, and the fact that corrections may have been 
afterwards made no difference.—Counszex, Bonner; Lush- Wilson. 


—— Prideaux § Sons, for Hogan, Bridgewater; Longbourne, Stevens, 
‘ [Reported by T. B. 0. Dit, Barrister-at-Law.] 


BROWN, SHIPLEY, & CO. (Appellants) v. THE COMMISSIONERS OF 
INLAND REVENUE (Respondents)—24th May. 


Sraur Durr—Promissony Nore—Manrxeraste Secuntry—Sramp Act, 1891 
(64 & 55 Vicr. c. 39), ss. 33 (1), 82 (1) (n), 122. 


This wn s apes! from the decision of the Inland Revenue Commis- 
sioners. question for the consideration of the court was whether a 
certain document was liable to be stamped as a promissory note or as a 
marketable ty. The document in question was in the following 
form :—*‘ Two thousand pounds sterling. Number 101. Baltimore, Ma., 
October 18, 1893. For value received we promise to pay, twelve months 
after date, to the order of ourselves, two thousand pounds sterling (£2,000), 
payable, with interest at the rate of five per cent. (5 per cent.) per annum, 





note is a series of notes amounting to four hundred and fifty thousand 
pounds sterling, which is secured by the deposit of First Mortgage Gold 
Bonds (principal and interest of which are guaranteed by the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad Co.), which bonds, or a sufficient amount of the 
proceeds of them, if sold before the maturity hereof, are to be held in 
trust under an agreement dated October 7, 1893, made between the said 
railway company and Brown, Shipley, & Co. for the benefit of the holders 
hereof.—The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Oo., by Cuartes F. Mayer, 
President.’’ Across the face of the instrument a certificate is printed in 


| red ink as follows :—‘‘ We hereby certify that this note is one of the series 
| therein mentioned, and is secured by the deposit of the securities described 


in the agreement therein referred to.—Brown, Sutrizy, & Co.” On 
the back appeared in prin‘, ‘‘The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Co.’’ 
Then followed a signature, ‘‘ By Ons. F. Mayer, President.’’ The 
commissioners were of opinion that the document was a marketable 
security, and liable, under section 82 (1) (2) of the Stamp Act, 1891, toa 
duty of ten per cent. ‘T'he appellants contended that the document was 
only chargeable with stamp duty as foreign bills of exchange or promis- 
sory notes. By section 122 of the Stamp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 39), 
it is provided “that the expression ‘ marketable security ’ means a secu- 
rity_of such a description as to be capable of being sold in any stock 
market in the United Kingdom. y section 33 (I) it is provided that, 
‘* for the purposes of this Ket the expression ‘ promissory note’ includes 
any document or writing — a bank note) containing a promise to pay 
any sum of money.’”’? The following cases were cited in the course of the 
argument :—Re Texas Land Co. (26 Scotch Law Reports, 49), Re Limmer 
Asphalte Paving Co. (20 W. R. 610, L. R 7 Ex. 211), Scottish Mortgage Mexico 
Co v. M‘ Kelvie (2 Tax Cas. 165), British India Steam Navigation Co. v. Com- 
missioners of Inland Revenue (29 W. R. 610, 7 Q. B. D. 165), Rothschild v. 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue (42 W. R. 542; 1894, 2 Q. B, 142), Yeo v. 
Daw (33 W. R. 739, 53 L. T. Rep. 125), Mortgage Insurance Corporation v. 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue (21 Q. B. D. 352). 

Tue Covrt (Grantuam and Cuartes, JJ.), in giving judgment for the 
appellants, were of opinion that this document ought not to be stamped 
as a marketable security. The long-standing practice with the authorities, 
of stamping documents on the highest scale when two or more scales 
were applicable, did not apply here, as this document could not be 
Gnnthed as a marketable security. It was not a security in the proper 
sense of the word; but, so far as it gave actual rig © the er, 
it"was @ promissory note. Appeal allowed.—CounsgL, Bremner (Finlay, 
Q.C., with him); Danckwerts. Soxicrrors, Ashurst, Morris, Crisp, § Co.; 
Solicitor to the Inland Revenue. 
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(Reported by T. Maruew, Barrister-at-Law.] a oat 
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? r 
Bankruptcy Cases. a t 
Re THE HON. W. F. J. NORTH, Ex parte HASLUCK v. FOSTER— ’ “ 
C. A. No. 1, 17th May. yo f 


Banxruptcy—Act or Banxrurrcy—Tit_Le or Trustge—Goops TAKEN IN 
Execution—Semvure ny Suertrr—Possession py Suertrr ror Twenty- 
ong Dayvs—Computation or Time—Banxrvurrcy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 
Vier. oc. 71), s. 1. 


This was an appeal by the trustee in ne of the Hon. William 
F. J. North from the decision of Vaug is, J., dated the 19th of 
March, who dismissed his motion, with costs, the question being whether 
the execution creditor, Warner, was entitled as against the trustee in 
bankruptcy to a sum of money which he received under an execution 
levied on the bankrupt’s goods. The facts of the case are as follows :— 
The execution creditor obtained judgment on the 19th of May, 1893, and 
a fi. fa. was delivered to the sheriff on the same day. The sheriff, how- 
ever, in fact did not go into possession until the 27th of June. After 
possession was taken a summons was taken out for Teave to sell by private 
contract, and on the 10th of July an order was made authorizing such 
sale. The purchase-money thereunder was’ paid to the sheriff on the 18th 

and the sheriff upon that day went out of possession. The she 
ed the money so paid for fourteen days in liance section 


¢ ;. aq of Aug Mr. ne 
sOlicl cre , received from the sheriff the sum of 
£1,028 3s., being the amount of the levy, costs, and interest due to the 
execution creditor. Foster, after deducting the amount of 

















charges, paid the balance, amounting to £1,001 3s., to the execu~- - 
tion creditor. No receiving order was made the debtor until 
the 13th ol _Decerm r, an e a on P upon the 
26th of January of the following year—1894. The question arose 


whether there had been a holding by the sheriff for twenty-one 
days within the meaning of section 1 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1890. 
That section provides that ‘‘a debtor commits an act of bankruptcy if 
execution against him has been levied by seizure of his goods under 
process in an action in any court, or in any civil ings in the High 
Court, and_the have been either sold or held by the she r 
twenty-one . e question section was whether, 

act of bankruptcy as constituted by this section, the 
day on which the sheriff seized was or was not to be excluded from the 
computation of time. The learned judge in the court below was of 
opinion that where the goods of a debtor had been seized section 1 gave 
an twenty-one days in which to redeem the b pee and decided that, as 
the goods were seized on the 27th of June, and as they were sold on the 
18th of July, by excluding the day of seizure there had been no holding 
for twenty-one days at the time of the sale, and that, under those circum- 





at the office of Messrs. Brown, Shipley, & Co., London, England. This 


stances, the execution creditor was not bound to hand over the proceeds 


Op 
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of the sale to the trustee in bankruptcy. The 


course of the arguments the following cases were ci :— Fas A 


trustee A am In the 
( 


(1894, 2 Q. B. 690), The Trustee of J. Burns-Burns v. r 
325), Glassington v. Rawlins (3 East, 7 iggins VY. m (3 Y.&J. 


(Exch.) 1), Re Railway Sleepers Suppl 
and Lester v. G 


” R. 595, 29 Ch. D. 204), 


es. 248). 
Tue Covrr (Lord Esner, M.R., and A. L. Surra and Riosy, L.JJ.), 
; te: 


in dismissing the appeal, were of opinion that neither in 
Acts nor in any other Acts was there any ge 2 





nde 








eS 


y period depe 
the present case the statute prescribed that if the sheriff held 


for twenty-one days an act of bankruptcy was committed by 


These words must be read and construed in their haces’ | 


meaning. It was clear they meant twenty-one whole days, an 
The time should be com 2, ner the m abl 
i Q and 








wenty-one days must be computed as 










ed, but the includin rs 
on the particular circumstances of the case. In 


on 


e debtor. 





English 


not less. 





ny ng 
the seizure. The learned judge below was right, and the appeal should 


therefore be dismissed. ppeat dismissed.—Counsrt, Cooper Willis, Q.C., 
and 0. G. Hyde; Reed, Q.C., and Ringwood. Sorrcrrors, Hilberys ; Foster. 


[Reported by T. Maruew, Barrister-at-Law. } 





THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE LAND TRANSFER 
BI 


[FROM OUR OWN REPORTER. } 


The Select Committee of the House of Commons upon the Land Transfer 
Bill, 1895, met again after the Whitsuntide recess on Monday. Sir R. T. 


Rew prone Rog a age 
The examination of 
resumed. 


Bp. 0. ci Saunvers, solicitor, Birmingham, was 


Witness, in answer to Mr. T. H. Borron, said he had looked through 


the returns he had produced at the last meeting as to the costs and expe 


in small conveyancing transactions in Birming and the neighbourhood. 
He had gone very carefully through the figures and had checked them and 
the calculations personally, and he now produced a summarized condensed 
statement. The account shewed in a tabular statement the result of 1,747 
cases of purchases and sales. It shewed the average costs, exclusive of 
stamps in cases, up to £100, £2 9s. Td.; upto £200, £3 4s. 5d.; up to 
£300, £3 12s. 9d. ; up to £400, £3 19s. 11d.; up to £500, £4 13s. 10d. ; and 
up to £600, £5 12s. 7d. He would also hand in an appendix containing 
the analysis of 305 mortgage transactions up to £600. e result of these 
was in cases up to £100 an average cost of £2 4s. 5d. ; up to £200, £2 19s. ; 
up to £300, £3 93.; up to £400, £4 8s. 5d.; up to £500, £5 12s. 8d.; and 


up to £600, £6 11s. 8d. It would be noticed that the result was 


much the same, and that the average cost was scarcely more than 
cent. He also banded in a further account containing a statement of 
cases up to £1,000, they were few in number. It had been thonght wise 
to include the charges up ‘to £1,000 becaure it had been stated that 
solicitors confined their objections to the system to cases of small amount, 
and that they could not produce cases of large amount. He was strongl 

of opinion that there would be extreme difficulty in carrying throug 

transactions such as were referred to in the tables under any system of 
registration of titles. He considered there would be very great inconveni- 
ence especially in small transactions. He mentioned small transactions 
reese | because the increased expense in such cases would be so very 

e€ 


considerab 


HT pee 


as compared with larger ones. But solicitors also considered 


that great inconvenience and delay would arise by the interference of an 

official system with their action. If it were registration of deeds there 

would not be the same objection, because there would be no judicial 

investigation of title, and the matter would go ae in perfect form and 
o 


in a few days. But directly there was a system 


ion 


of title 


there must be more or less an officer exercising quasi-judicial functions, 
and there might be things to which he might object in the papers before 
him and requisitions he would be bound to make. That would entail a 
— of interference with the freedom of action of solicitors which they 
thought would be extremely prejudicial to their business. There would 
be a want of elasticity in the forms and the intervention of a Government 
officer, who must take cases in their order, would cause delay. It was 
often very important to advance money on mortgage without loss of time. 
The delay and inconvenience arising from official requirements would be 
intolerable to the country practitioners at all events, who were accustomed 
to do these things with counsel in a rough and ready way, and to pass the 
matter through in a few days. He never could do that under a system of 


registration. 


What comparison do these charges which the solicitors in ee a 
and the neighbourhood make bear to the charges of other prof 
gentlemen engaged in such matters, such as surveyors, auctioncers, 
architects, and soon. The costs of solicitors compared most favourabl 
with those of other professional men who had anything to do with 
land. For instance there was an enormous multitude of money-brokers 


who acted as intermediaries between the borrower and the solicitor. 


always expect to get £1 per cent. for finding the money, which was 


the solicitor got very often after investigating the title and preparing 


security and the money. Of course, if the effect of 
legislation was to drive solicitors out of the field there would 


F 


class 


be 





of unantheciont eonnls be Waar ae up the bevloses ont Sele hetos 
would not control, they would 2 ey a 
eget el en rn body of tis dealing with land 
a muc 
transactions. The popular feeling was in favour of transfer by deed and 
hese would bee Sane eon against the substi of a system of 
certificate of title. He giv Boge hk yo ly t of the 
gr moma or sentimental intereet, as it might be » attach 
to the ‘possession of title deeds, there was a real and 
parnocg Dag hlgeg aoa | old title deeds, the title os his —- 
k to a long period. years ago @ case regard ; 
Grantlasios arose between the lense. af Edward’s Grammar School in 
Birmingham and an adjoining owner. e (witness ‘or 
the lessee of the school in claiming 
appurtenant thereto as t the The of 
e difficulty, and it was proved entirely by the production of a 
document nearly 200 years old. ‘There was also a very case in 


the Times of the previous , the Bristol case in which a claim of a 
large quantity of land in the of Bristol was made, and it depended 
almost entirely on the production of ancient documents. These were 
transactions, butin small transactions people to have them 
cassie’ Crough by thels OWE SEEN Ty See than by a registry 
and public o: 8. 
In your large ce you have not had many cases of fraud or where 


people have lost their erty through transfer by deeds in any 
traceable to fraud ?— case of fraud was the io 
which all the attempts at registration had could 
recall a single case in his own experience that occurred hay el 
ears ago. Theze would be greater security with these transactions 
ds o 9 memes ear of men ye solicitors oy of ome 
unimportant agents. ransacking could 
Orr laghistion, It wos « cuss hese a tean's Predecessor bal equated and 
y on. It was a case @ man’s 
he had no title deeds. He borrowed money right and left on 
possessory title. In that case if there had been registration of title he 
would have been found out. But that was a case of very rare occurrence 
and it was the me ak os ie os LA ape = 
resent system was le, 80 as anything co © safe, 
hat wd en selon eutegtabeel tor Mr. Osborne Morgan’s committee in 
1878. He had v boy ‘emneactiene Wik See veaiter, bes wall 
mention three with present Land Registry w did not shew 
any very great expedition or ad’ over transfer by deed. The first 
case was that of a mortgage for on a comparatively small property 
carved out of an estate at Malvern, which estate had been put on the 
register. His firm acted for the mortgagees and Mr. Lambert, solicitor, 
of Malvern, for the mereee, He ogg = took over the mortgage 
money to Malvern on the 29th of November, 1892, and as the conveyance 
and mortgage both required to be registered he left the tion 


S48 


= 


5 


to 


save expense, to Mr. Lambert to . e did not 
obtain the certificate of until April, {89s. During the 
whole intervening period he was unable to hand over the deeds 


to his client in a completed state, which in the case of a young - 
titioner might have been very injurioustohim. He (witness) was furnished 
at his request with a narrative by Mr. Lambert, shewing the dates 
of various steps taken. These proved that he had been guilty of no 
whatever in satisfying the various requirements of the paeney oe 
that the added ex to which his client had been put matter of 
official fees was £10 1s. 1d., and that his own extra costs would, if made 
out under the schedule, have exceeded £7. His client & poor man 


of the 

Roupell Estate at Blackbeath. Witness the for the 
eusasin Sonne, 1893. He erecigued’ the title comngieten 9 
urchase, except registration, in one month—February, 1893. had to 
ve the registration part of the business to hie agents and he did not 
receive the certificate till June, four months 8 He looked through 
the narrative bill of his agents, Messrs. Crowder & Vizard, and 
not see that there was any im) on their part, and there were 
no special circumstances of ikeoacy, yet that time was consumed in 
com the transaction. the costs of the con 
swollen by the sum of £15 8s. 4d.—viz., registration charges 
£10 7s. 5d., and Bondon agent’s charges, £5 03. 9d. His 
a trifle more than £1 per cent.—viz., exactly one-half the scale allowance, 
but in the face of such an additional heavy charge for 
could not charge more. In a third case, some months ago, one of two 
noeepees to wae Sens Se ae 2 : had 
the ndfa' as tenants in common, ) 
ance ot bis undivided motety, and he that there would be 
to do, as the case was so very simple he and his brother not having pro- 


fessional assistance, as it their estates on the 
Sole inckinael at Etna’ on ed, apper Mr. a 
0 3 
ves nsieded pees at the , was informed that there was no 
for in common. As the interest of one 
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by which the brother could be put in a position to give a separate valid 
p Bevin on his separate interest, was at great expense to have the estates 
valued and a partition effected, and this was done, though with the ut- 
most reluctance and only ex necessitate rei, and after an irritating expendi- 
ture of money, time, and temper. But for the properties having been 80 
put upon the oy: the mortgage could have been effected and com- 
yt in a week at a cost very far indeed below what had to be sus- 
ned. It ht be stated that the registrar pointed out what, of course, 
was the fact, that, the title registered being possessory only, the title deeds 
which had to be referred to, and the investigation, prior to registration, 
gone into just as if the estates had not been registered. This, of course 
would be the case under the proposed Bill for the next twenty years at 
least, so that for that period it was difficult to imagine any benefit arising 
from registering the title. The opinion he had expressed as to the disad- 
vantages of the new system was shared by his professional brethren and 
by dealers in land and house property in Birmingham. He could 
seriously say that there was no demand whatever in the Midlands for the 
tystem. Untila ssory title had ripened into an absolute title, which 
could be taken without investigation, everything would have to be done as 
at present, with the additional cost of the registry. And when the title 
ripened the costs under order 29 would be as follows :—Solicitors fees 
under the 1889 scale, £4 4s.; registry fees, £2 7s. 6d., that would be 
£6 11s 6d. In the case of £500, independent of the negotiation fee which 
the solicitor would be entitled to according to the present scale, it would 
make it up to £11 11s. 6d. That was independent of any extra expense 
for maps or travelling expenses to the registry, if that was not in the 
man’s own town, which must be the case in most cases. The only practi- 
cal reforms he could suggest in the present system were: 1. The 
carrying out of two of the recommendations of the Committee of 1878, not 
yet effected—namely (a) the abolition of reconveyances of mortgages, and 
the substitution of indorsed receipts, as in the case of building society 
mortgages; (4) the creation of a ‘‘real’’ representative in whom real 
estate should vest, as personal estate does in an exccutor, 2. Reduction 
cf the stamp duty on conveyances from 10s. to 5s. per cent., the 10s. duty 
pressing heavily on conveyances in comparison with the 2s. 6d. duty on 
mo; . No reduction of the duty had taken place for forty-five years, 
and the remission of 5s. would be a great boon to purchasers. 

By Mr. J. E. Exzis: The figures he had given were based on inquiries 
made in April, 1893. 

By Mr. C. M. Warmrnoron, Q.C.: He met a large number of clients 
continually and he never heard any expression of dissatisfaction with the 
present system. He had come to this conclusion from his own clients and 
from others with whom he came into contact—property buyers. There 
had been no public meeting and he thought that a strong evidence against 
the c . Birmingham Town Hall was the place above all others for 
enunciating advanced opinions, and he had never heard any orator find- 
ing fault with the present land laws and asking for a system of registra- 
tion of title. He thought that if that were the case anywhere it would 
be at the Birmingkam Town Hall. He had no experience of the system 
in the Australian colonies, but he had a letter from a Birmingham solicitor 
of high standing giving him an account of the trouble and delay he had 
been = to in a case of Australian registration. 

By Mr. H. D. Graenz, Q.C.: The Birmingham Law Society embraced 
a large area in the immensely populated district of Birmingham, and went 
as far south as Coventry. The members had a very large number of trans- 
actions in the Black Country under £100—£30 or £40 for a bit of land for 
building purposes. It would increase the expense if they had to send their 
solicitor to Birmingham or some central place to the registry, and in a 
small transaction that would be a very considerable item. He never sent 
deeds through the post. The Birmingham Law Society would not have 
anything like the same objection to registration of deeds as to registration 
of title. He could not sce any reason why compulsory registration of 
titles should be imposed upon all and every other system excluded. 
He could see a benefit from the registration of an indefeasible title of a large 
estate which was encumbered. There would be naturally a benefit in 
having a clean slate for a time, with liberty to take it off the regicter when 
the clean slate was obtained. If that liberty were given under the Act of 
1875 he believed there would be ten times the number of traneactions 
there were at present under it. If there was to be any system of registra- 
tion the least hurtful would be the compulsory registration of a possessory 
title; but as Mr. Holt had said in 1878, it would be a weary waste of time 
all through the time that the title was fructifying. a 

By Mr. W. E. M. Tomurnson: Assuming that an estate was on the 
register and you wanted to sell a ne: he did not suppose there would be 
any expense for identifying the plot any more than there would be when 
the estate was not on the register, except that there would be a separate 
» Which would be troublesome and expensive. Some competent 
would have to see that it had not been sold. 

By Col. C. W. Lona : He recognized that a certificate would be of t 
use in clearing a title that was encumbered, but he would like to take it 





i 


off the until it got into a scrawl again. If solicitors could be 
sure that always had a civil and obliging official as registrar and that 
there no more transactions going on in the future than in the 


past they would be got through. But when they had to consider in the 
of the Birmingham statistics the immense number that, would be 

through each day and that each would have to be attended to in 
. it was’ apparent that their individual cases, however important, 
would have to go to the wall. If registry offices and officers were multi- 
plied all over the country to a much greater extent than had ever been 
contemplated, it was possible the business mig’ 


: 


ht be done, but that would 

poy - awful expense throughout the country, and who was to pay 
tc 

Really your objection is largely your distrust of the officials ?—There 





were other difficulties also. There would be the delay and the constant 
irritation and inconvenience incident to carrying transactions through the 
try. There was no doubt that under the system of registration it 
would be easier to do without a solicitor than under the present system. 
Under the present system if a man chose to draw his own conveyance he 
could do so, but it would be more difficult for him to do that than to 
exchange one certificate of title for another. But it should be borne in 
mind in discussing the subject that these cases were merely the cases of 
the faddists, the men who had plenty of time to familiarize themselves 
with the register and give themselves no end of trouble to save 6s. 8d. 
But most of the people who had these a were men up to their eyes 
in business who ad neither time nor inclination to do it but preferred to 
trust to their solicitors, and they would not sleep in their beds unless they 
knew that their solicitors had gone through the case. Those were the 
people who were to be legislated for, not the faddists. Even supposing 
the deeds could be sent to the registry by registered post there would be 
delay, because a man in Coventry would not complete the transaction 
probably without being certain that his deeds were on the Birmingham 
registry, and he would have to wait for the return of documents by post. 
Whereas he might want to carry out the advance on mortgage on the 
same day. At present all parties could be present at the vendor’s office, 
and the mortgage, having been prepared in anticipation of the completion 
it would be taken by the mortgagor’s solicitor, who was generally the 
urchaser’s solicitor, to the vendor’s office, and the matter was completed. 
hat would not be done under a system of registration. The difficulty 
was to get a number of persons together interested in the transaction. 

By Mr. R. B. Hatpang, Q.C.: Under the present system it sometimes 
happened that deeds had to be examined at a great distance from where 
the transaction was carried out, at York for instance, the mortgagee being 
in Birmingham, though it was very rarely the case. That would be 
obviated under the proposed system in thirty years’ time. During those 
thirty years there would be the extra ex introduced into every case 
of investigating the title in addition to the registration. The scale allowed 
by the Remuneration Act was not obtained by solicitors. 

By Mr. Eris: Competition brought the scale down. 

By Mr. Boiron: There was a m4 to the client thirty years hence, but 
there was a loss to him during the thirty years whilst the title was 
fructifying. 

By Mr. T. Wayman: He did not say there would be so much expense 
in the rs of title deeds after thirty years, but he objected to 
the introduction of officialism. Thirty years hence the expense would 
not be increased, but during thirty years it would be largely increased. 

By the Cuarmman: As far as the Australian practice was concerned he 
could only say that Mr. Howlett, a member of the Council of the Incor- 
porated Law Society, who had given great attention to the subject, had 
said that in Australia they did not register titles unless they were obliged. 
The statistics he had given as to conveyancing charges had been supplied by 
forty large conveyancing firms, members of the Birmingham Law Society. 
They were asked to send in returns indiscriminately of cases under £600. 
The costs were those of the buyer or seller, not of both. It might be that 
in some cases the same solicitor acted for both parties, but it was very rare 
to get additional costs. 

You do not say that these small transactions, any of them, involve the 
investigation of title ?—Oh, yes. They had not such a thing in Birming- 
ham as a large estate which had been cut up into shreds. Birmingham 
was partly built on leasehold land. In the case of a sale by auction the 
title was limited by the conditions of sale, and since Lord Cairns’ reforms 
that ——— had been very much reduced because the Statute of 
Limitations reduced the time it was necessary to go back. If there 
was a risk he had never seen any bad result from it. 

People are ome te particular in their titles?—He could not say 
that. The cases in statement he had gy in were typical. He should 
assume there was investigation of title in every case except where the 
solicitor was previously acquainted with the title. 

If you had a registered absolute title on an estate say of 10,000 acres, 
do you deny that it would be infinitely cheaper to sell that estate after it 
bel foes 80 ?—He did not deny it at all. 

As regards officialism, supposing it desirable to have a registration 
system at all, can you do it otherwise than by an official system ?—No. 

here must be officialism in registration. He objected to officialism be- 
cause of the delay and interference with the freedom of action at present 


If the official is courteous, attentive, and able to do the work, and if he 
does his duty, he might do it as well as anybody else ?—If he had nothing 
else to do but the one transaction before him. He thought it impossible 
to have a system of registration of title where there would not be delay. 
There would be such an immense number of transactions which could not 
be taken out of their turn. He thought that objection was insuperable. 
He did not recommend registration of deeds, because the only advantage 
would be freedom from fraud, and fraud was so rare that he did not think 
they need go to the extra . He did not think it was necessary, 
and it was not ge pn warn He was a law reformer, but he was 
te) i? to all forms of on. 

6 y Mr. Hatpans: He was in favour of reducing the scale under 
the Remuneration Act, because then solicitors might get the costa 
under it. 

I do not think the scale too high.—I do not think it is either. 

By Mr. Boiron: It was a maximum scale. 


Tue Norrivcuam Lanp Soctery. 
Mr. Alderman Bennert, Nottingham, examined by Mr. Botton, said he 
was the manager of a brickworks and director of two brickwork companies, 
trustee to a very large land society, and had had experience in buying, 
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selling, and mortgaging land for twenty-five . He had had 838 deeds | that in small it must be very difficult to put upon the plan the 
never connected | exact , because there were difficulties under the pro- 
u itke transactions relating. to them, He had bought land asa trustee | ovedings. A purchaser would buy «164. plot and he would, perhaps, 


for cutting up, and the legal work had been done by his solicitor. He had 
never experienced any difficulty with regard to the title or otherwise, and 
had never had any reason to complain of his solicitor’s charges. In the 
ease of the 838 deeds his solicitor’s charges were about 10s. 6d. each, 
which included a plan and abstract. The sales of some of the were 
completed on the same day the contract was made. He 

abstracts of title and conveyances which were very short. Many of the 
purchasers required small advances of £50 or £100, and got these 
without difficulty. The question of registration had been ht u 

amo the shareholders of the Land Society on different occasions, bu’ 

he had not heard any opinion in its favour. working man liked to have 
his deeds, and would not like to exchange them for a certificate. They 
would prefer that these transactions should be carried out by a solicitor 


rather than a Government official in oem ae or perhaps some other 
town. They objected to officialism. The themselves very 
strongly on several occasions against a , which, though it was pro- 


posed to be kept secret at present, might sooner or later be opened to the 
public for investigation. He should say that money could not be obtained 
so readily on loan from bankers and o in Nottingham on a certificate 
as on the deeds. From his own knowl the matter had been put in 
that way. He doubted whether people in these small 

would able to borrow money under the registration system. He 
objected al er to the setting up of this officialism under the registry. 
He saw not the slightest reason for the change. 

By the Hon. W. F. D. Surru: The solicitors for the purchaser of the 
estate acted in all the cases. He did not think their scale would be lower 
than that of solicitors as a rule. 

By Mr. Tomirson : Working men had expressed themselves against the 
scheme principally on the ground that there might be an end to privacy. 

By Mr. H. D. Greene, Q.C.: The subject of registration had been 
talked over at an ordinary meeting of s olders, about 400 being 
present. There were 600 or 700 shareholders in all. They were owners 
of these small plots. No resolution was passed. 

By the Cuarmman : The solicitor for the estate had examined the title to 
the whole estate, and then it was cut up into small plots for building. 
The purchasers took the title on trust that the solicitors had examined it. 
He had heard no resolution against on of title. The shareholders 
thought the title deeds were safer, and that there was more privacy. 


CuareMan oF THE Barrisn Lanp Oo. (Luurrep). 


Mr. Bonsor, examined by Mr. Botton, said he had been chairman for 
the past eight years of the British Land Oo, (Limited), and had been 
director of the same company since 1874. The company had laid out over 
390 estates for building . It was almost entirely a small class of 
property which was erected. The total value of land sold by the company 
up to the present was £4,467,643. When the company agreed to purc 
an estate their solicitor examined the title. The company laid out the 
land in plots, which they sold to different persons by auction or otherwise. 
They always gave a free conveyance. The part was sold on the 
instalment principle, the purchaser pa; ten per cent. down and five 
per cent. interest on the remainder. en he had the whole of the 
balance he got a free conveyance. If it was an conveyance 
company paid their solicitor £1 10s., with 2s. 6d. for the plan. In a 
registry county it was £1 10s. and £1 Is. 

By the Cuarmman: That was in Middlesex or Yorkshire. 

By Mr. Boiron : The cost was taken into account in fixing the price of 
the land, so that in reality the purchaser for it. He could have the 
title investigated if he thought proper, but it was very rarely that he did 
so. He (witness) did not see how the present system could be impro 
upon. He thought it was better the work s) be 
solicitor than through a public office, and that in the case 
expense would be heavier. There was no delay under the system. 
It was very im t to builders that these transactions carried 
through quickly, because they might want to je immediately. The 
company found the present system answer uirements, and he 
believed all their purchasers were satisfied. If they to do all these 
transections — a public office, however small the fee " 
jee gall oy sy Bl ne Se er eae en 

elayed. To owledge the present systeni worked exceedingly 
well for forty years. There had been no losses by fraud under the system. 
As far as he understood the change, he thought it would be much 
against the company’s interest’ and against the interest of pur- 


chasers 
restrictive covenants in the 
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By Mr. Tomurnson : There were generally 
ry on fo purchase deeds, and it would be necessary to preserve evidence 
of those covenants. They were sometimes to enforce them at 
the instance of adjoining owners or in their own interest. 

By Mr. Hatpane: The plots were of the value of from £40 to £120. 
the fee were 10s., under the , instead of £) 10s., as ‘a it 
would be an advantage, but he thought the 10s. would be in 
the present expenses. He was certainly to hear that all the 
charges for conveying a piece of land worth would be only 5s. If it 
were so it would, of course, be much more economical. From his experi- 
ence he supposed that a public office would mean much delay than 
was the case at present, and that there would be He could 


Sek 


not help thinking there must be much greater expense than Mr. Haldane 


nted. 
il am right it shakes your !—If are it will shew me 
it can be done much mile cheaply. Chen oP pe eras vouguny tod 
h were y sold. It seemed to hira 


now a great number of estates 


overreach 3 inches upon 


sessed advantages over the old one he did not think any 
could object to it. mY eck aa 7 
By Mr. Tomumson: He was aware provided a 
should not under com’ uire a legal estate, that no 
person could got a logal erate until registered. He ahould think i would 
inconvenient for each sub- 
to get his plot put on. 
Mr. Boxton: Would you not think it necessary 
the to land so 
each ‘ou ? Otherwise how 
plot t !—That was what he wished to point out. 
Would not it be practically impossible to 
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2 elit wa ph sepponed, fo genio 
su) e does P—It was 
y and sccing that was made that two 
conveyed. 

Your view is that there would be delay which is inseparable 
fficial department ?—He was 
tl would be incurred in addition to 
He had the Bill was a 
fs er. The seoualy SS Se unsold land would arise because 
he not think the company be able to sell 
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yao titles would be such that you 
say: “If 
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bi foreman with thie purchasers would 

would have to comply it?— 

Bo title Isto bo registered we should like fo be under the proper registred 
title to begin with.” 


Then you think that if are going to sell a 16ft. that before 
doing . yen must ler the ‘whole, which t 20 acres ?— 
The company might the whole or the 16ft. if they were to 
register each 16ft., investigated over 


every separate 16ft., there would be the difficulty. 

Supponing that on the sale of « 450 plot the foe, : put 
was 10s., would that affect your judgment ?—It seems to me too good to 
be true. ; 


Sourcrror To THe Barrish Lanp Co. (Lnarsp) anp Burpme Socrsrr, 


Mr. Russztt, of the firm of Russell & Co., 29, Coleman-street, 
by Mr. Bouron, said he 


Land Go. and to a large society Ae magratd y 

} a ~ 

register the title to the unsold of sold it would 
immense difficulty in as to boundaries and in 
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which would be more complicated. He did not think it euited to the 
> tzaneactions. At present the transactions were completed at the 
office of the solicitor, and sometimes two or three transactions were com- 
pleted simultaneously. If it was to have several communications 
with the registrar that would involve considerable trouble to all parties 
concerned. At present property could be dealt with in London which was 
in any part of the kingdom. 

By the Hon. W. F. D. Smiru: The registry would have first to be 
supplied with a plan, and then the registry would make a charge for tie 
plan after consulting that which was supplied to them. 


By the Rt. Hon. C. Sratz-Hayne: In most cases purchasers were 
content with the sompeey'e investigation of title. They offered every 
purchaser the option of investigation. The system was very popular. 


Then why should it not be popular as carried out by the Land 
Registry ? 





By Mr. Greene, Q.C.: It would not do on registering a title to an 
estate to re at the same time the restrictive covenants, because the 
company did not want tobind the land so far in advance. They wanted 
to retain a free hand as far as they could. The value of houses on the 
estate varied very much. Solicitors to building societies carried through 
the ages fora very smallsum. In his experience the person who 
came to borrow the money put the matter of his purchase in the hands of 
the society’s solicitor and the rules of the society laid down a very small 
fee for the purchase-deed. If the expense was increased by a registry 
office it would check these transactions. Many of the transactions were 
carried through by the solicitor to the society without anybody else being 
concerned. The trouble and expense of communicating with the local 
registry would be very t. e society had made large loans in all 

of the country. It was a London society. The search in different 

cts would make these transactions more difficult and expensive. The 
loans were mainly small transactions, £300 to £1,000 or so. e 
remembered several cases where clients had thought compulsory registra- 
tion would not be an improvement. There seemed to be an apprehension 
that it would be more or less public and more dilatory. 

By Mr. Warminoton, Q.C.: When the compeny bough a piece of land 
their surveyor — a plan and the pieces of land sold were identified 
on the o plan. There would at least as much trouble and 
. continual journeys to the y. He understood that the restrictive 
covenants could not be placed on the register. Ifa system of registration 
were set 3p he thought it desirable that the restrictive covenants should be 


Sonscrror to Loxpon Buriprne Societies. 


Mr. Gro. Wu. Manspzn, examined by Mr. Botton, said he was a soli- 
citor carrying on business at 14, Great St. Thomas Apostle, London, and 
had had considerable experience in dealing with small properties during 
the last twenty-five years. He acted for a number o gentlemen who 
bought and sold property. He acted for six building societies and did a 
large amount of business in advancing money in small sums, £200 or £300, 
to artizans building their houses. The fee on purchase deeds up to £300 
was £3 3s., and on mortgages up to £500, £3 3s. These included fees for 
investigating title, searches, and everything else. It was not at all un- 
common to receive instructions one day and to complete the matter the 
next or within two or three days at the outside. He did not think the 
Bill would be improvement y oy the present system, which worked 
exceedingly ly. Since Conveyancing Act of 1881 matters 
had been very much simplified. He believed. that such a system as that 
proposed would be attended with slightly increased expense, and he was 
sure that matters could not be got through with the same rapidity. He 
had had two transactions with the existing land registry. In the first his 
client bought a piece of land at Croydon and afterwards a small piece 
adjoining. When he got his land certificate one of the pieces was shewn a 
long way from the other instead of adjoining. In the other case a client 

urchased property at Walworth which was on the register, and entered 
an agreement to grant a building lease. He then sold the ground 
rent to the lease, and when it was tried to get the lease registered the 
declined to register it. So the land stands on the registry 
unencumbered, whereas there is a lease upon it. It was then 

such difficulties and delays cropped up in connection with the 
that his client instructed him to get the estate taken off, but he 

found he could not do it. In both cases the working of the registry was 
eae elay. His ve = Son aan — 

amongst solici to building estates and estates rought con- 
veyancing fees so low that they could not go lower. 


The Cuarmman put the case of a working man taking a £300 plot, paying 
pon drat apr ane exennes Sy £250, and wus aS. <—— 
conveyance oem pm su ted that it was a case of very 

titles. Sometimes one ve cult titles to deal with. He was not 


prepared to admit that as a rule they were simple titles. 

A from these building societies or land societies, do you really think 
that the system of deeds and conveyances and transfers is satisfactory ?— 
Yes. Many years there was a considerable amount of grumbling at 
costs made out in But since 1881 things had been far more satis- 


— The client was charged a lump sum, and he was perfectly 
By Mr. Botton: Solicitors worked very much below the scale in 


The Cuamman: You do not think that from any point of view any 
change is required ?—-I think that things are working far more satis- 
factorily than was formerly the case. 


Phe Committee adjourned until Thureday the 13th inst. 
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LAW SOCIETIES, 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual general meeting of the members of the society will be held 
in the hall of the society in Chancery-lane, on Friday, the 19th of July 
next, at two o’clock precisely in the afternoon, for the election of a 
president and vice-p mt of the society, of ten members of the council 
in lieu of ten members who go out of office in rotation, of one member of 
the council in lieu of Mr. Henry Leigh Pemberton deceased, of three 
auditors, and for other purposes of the society. The following are the 
names of the members who will go out of office in rotation, and who offer 
themselves for re-election:—Mr. E. J. Bristow, of London; Mr. R. 
Cunliffe, of London; Mr. W. F. e, of London; Mr. Gray Hill, of 
Liverpool; Mr. J. W. Howlett, of Brighton; Mr. F. H. Janson, of 
London ; Mr. B. G. Lake, of London; Mr. C. B. Margetts, of Hunting. 
+ poss Mr. R. Pennington, of London; Mr. William Williams, of 
London. 


THE ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING OF THE BAR. 
Notice has been given that the following resolutions will be proposed at 
the meeting to be held in the Old Dining Hall, Lincoln’s-inn, on Tuesday, 
the 18th of June, 1895, at 4.15 o’clock. On the consideration of the 
annual statement of the council Lord Ronerr Czcrt will propose and Mr. 
JoszrH Watton, Q.C., will second :— 

1. That this meeting is of opinion that the bar is competent and entitled 
to settle what powers and duties should be entrusted by it to its repre- 
sentative body, and that it is most important that the General Council of 
the Bar should be enabled to deal with all matters affecting the profession 
and to take such action thereon as may be deemed most expedient. 

2. That this meeting hopes that when the feeling of the bar in the 
matter has been clearly put before the masters of the bench they 
will think it right to withdraw so much of the resolutions passed by 
their respective inns as impose conditions upon the ae ee contribu- 
et to be made by the Inns of Court to the funds of the General Council 
of the Bar. 

3. That in view of these considerations, a committee of six members of 
the bar should be — to par i with the a. “4 Ly ane or 
any persons appointed by them for that purpose, and that the mem- 
fens of such p 2 carried be appointed by the Attorney-General, and half 
by the general council of the bar, and that this meeting be adjourned until 
the result of such conference is known. 

4, That the Attorney-General be requested to communicate with the 
masters of the bench notifying the appointment of such committee and 
expressing the hope of this meeting that the masters of the bench will 
confer with them. 

Mr. Recmatp Brown will move :— 

That it is desirable alike in the interests of the public and the profession 
that the Long Vacation should be shortened to a period of (not exceeding) 
two calendar months to commence on August Ist and terminate on 
September 30th, and that the necessary consequent alteration in the dates 
of the termination and commencement tively of the Trinity and 
Michaelmas Sittings of the Supreme Court, should be made accordingly. 

The council recommend the following verbal alterations to the regula- 
tions :— 

Regulation 10—‘‘ Every candidate for election shall be proposed in 
writing signed by at least ten barristers, and sent to the secretary within 
one week after the annual general meeting of the bar shall have been held 
under these regulations.’”’ To add the words ‘‘his proposal shall be” 
after the word ‘‘ and.” 

Regulation 13—‘‘If more candidates be proposed than there are 
vacancies on the council the election shall be by voting papers to be 

rsonally filled up and si by the electors.” To omit the words 

‘than there are’? and to after the word ‘‘ proposed”’ the words 
‘* and nominated for election than can be elected to fill the.” 

Regulation 18—“ If the full number of the council to be elected be not 
peaponst in manner required, those candidates who are duly pro 
shall be elected, and t 


he council, as elected, shall have the power to fill up 
vacancies.’’ To add the words “ or nominated for election” after the 
words ‘‘ be not proposed,’’ the words ‘‘and having regard to regulations 


6 and 7” after the word “ required ’’ and the words ‘‘and nominated for 


election ’’ after the words ‘‘duly proposed.’’ 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, London, on Wednesday, 
the 12th inst., Mr. Henry C. Beddoe, J.P., of Hereford, in the chair. The 
other directors present were Messrs. George P. Allen, of Manchester; 
W. Beriah Brook, H. Morten Cotton, Robert Cunliffe, C. B. O. Gepp. of 
Chelmsford ; Wm. Geare, Samuel Harris, of Leicester ; Augustus Helder 
of Whitehaven ; Gray Hill, of Liverpool; John Hunter, John H. Kays, 
Sidney Smith, R. W. Tweedie, E. W. Williamson, and J. T. Scott, 
secretary. A sum of £550 was distributed in grants of relief, thirty new 
members were admitted to the association, and other general business 
transacted. 








The Times says that the Benchers of the Inner Temple have voted a sum 
of £1,000 towards the purchase of duplicate and other books for their 
library. 

It is stated that Lord Macnaghten is be presented with the freedom of 
the borough of Portsmouth in of his tous services in 
connection with the liquidation of the Portsea d Building Society, 


a 














» held 
July 
of a 

uncil 

er of 
three 

e the 
offer 


. RB. 
ll, of 


tion 


The 
iter ; 
», of 
der, 
ays, 
ott, 


ness 








June 15, 1895. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


(Vol. 39.] 565 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
The following are the results of the Trinity Honour Examination :— 


Alfred Amberson Barrington Marten, Inner Temple, a studentship of | Basing’ 
‘ oward Lindsa: , Inner | sixty-eig 


100 guineas a year, tenable for three years ; James 
Temple, John Campbell, Middle Temple, certificates of honour ; William 
Martin Geldart, Lincoln’s Inn, Wil Searle Holdsworth, Lincoln’s 
Inn, pass certificates; John Campbell, Middle Temple, the ‘‘ Campbell 
Foster’? Prize (Middle Temple); William Searle Holdsworth, Lincoln’s 
Inn, the Barstow Law Scholarship. 
The * ous prize in Constitutional Law and Legal History was not 
warded. 


a 


The following pass certificates were also awarded :— 

Lincoln’s Inn.—William Edward Cleaver, Joseph William Mounteney 
Holmes, Adolphus Alfred Jack, Stanley Victor Makower, Nanaji Sidram 
Sindé, William Seton Smith, Henry Alexander Stewart, Arthur Louis 
Todhunter, and Philip Debell Tuckett. 

Inner Temple.—Nizamuddien Ahmed, Cecil John Mead Allen, Francis 
Philip Armstrong, Wilfrid Blaydes, John Alexander Bucknill, Henry Ball, 
Stephen Montague Burrows, Dalzell Henry John Ohalmers, Francis 
Keighley Cobbett, George Holland Goodfellow, Vernon Tickell Hill, 
George Richard Lane-Fox, Owen John Llewelyn, Edward Henry 
Harrington Maxwell, Pherozshaw Ruttonjee Minvalla, James Openshaw, 
and Bruce Lyttelton Richmond. 

Middle Temple.—Gilchrist Gibb Alexander, Rustamji Framiji 
Bahadhurji, Clement Anderson Montague Barlow, George Fitz d 
Carry, Francis Chorley Channing, Leonard Charles Edmund Currie, 
Nazarat Hosain, Christopher Clarke Hutchinson, Henry Macdonald, John 
Robert Manners, Jean Baptiste Darcet Melotte, Herbert William Ruthven 
Moore, Herbert Boshof Papenfus, Shah Mohammad Khalilur Rahman, 
Percy Albert Searles, Launcelot Henlock Ayscough Stubbs, and Jehanjir 
Rustomjee Vakharia. 

Gray’s Inn.—Edward Austin Farleigh and Alfred Nicol Henderson. 
Examined, 76. Passed 45. 


a... following passed in Roman Law and Constitutional Law and Legal 
istory :— 
Lincoln’s Inn.—William Knox-Johnson and Charles James Mathew. 
Inner Temple.—Harry Osborne Buckle and James Hartley. 
Middle Temple.— George Frederick Langford. Examined, 8. Passed, 5. 


The following passed in Constitutional Law and Legal History :— 

Lincoln’s Inn.—Bhuban Mohan Chatterjee, Sydney Albert Christopher, 
Charles Stafford Crossman, John Humphreys Davies, Alfred James 
Fellows, Hugh Gatehouse, John William Pennefather Gibson, Mohammed 
Hayet Khan, Arthur Henry Marshall, Gobind Ram, Dunstan 
Timmis, Chhaganlal Haridas Vora, and William Victor Grey Willoughby. 

Inner Temple.—Syed Nasiruddin Ahmed, Edward Charles Percy Boyd, 
Walter James Clennell, Walter Neville Cochrane, William Thomas 
Patrick Coyle, Richard Henry Oresswell, Henry Latham Currey, Jan 
Hendrick Hofmeyr de Waal, Geo Francis Gordon Dill, Robert Ha: 
Dun, Allan Maxcey Galer, George William Heywood, Edward Hilliard, 
Ernest Augustus Hitchens, Shivalinga Chambasappa Hosali, Thomas 
Isherwood, Maurice Richard Martineau, Robert Stephen Vere O'Brien, 
Charles Harold Perrott, Thomas Percy Prosser Powell, Ralph Leig 
Ramsbotham, Labadaya Ram Mohun Ray, Philip Wigham hardson, 
Gerard Henry Craig Sellar, Edward Aubrey Thomas, David Arthur Fits- 
gerald Vesey, Baron Dietrich Von Boeseleger, and Walter George 
Wrangham. 

Middle Temple.—Ram Asra, Harold Ezekiel Brandon, Arthur Dakeyne 
Cannon, Noe) Ange Roger Oayeux, Nut Behari Chatterji Jean René 
Lucien Clair, Samuel Robert Karle, Harold William. Edwards, inald 
Hugh Goodman, Alfred Charles Larking, Sheikh Mohammad Nasib, Pandit 
Bhola Nath, Savile Charles Petch, Sewak Ram, Sheikh Muhammad Umar, 
Frederick J ih Waldo, Marshall Denham Warmington, Ernest Charles 
Watson, and ville Charles Hastings Wheler. 

Gray’s Inn.— Wilberforce Ross Barker, Frederick Hugh Mackenzie 
Corbet, Robert Ernest Dummett, Samuel Fleming, Ali Akbar Hussanally, 
Sydney Williams Jones, Mohammed Pirbaksh, Nanabhoy Nasarvanji 
Saher, Richard Deane Sweeting, Albert William Dredrick Tocke, ahd 
Montagu White. Examined, 88; passed, 71. 


The following passed in Roman Law :— 
5 —— ani Nawroz Ali, Edward Bateson, ba Maha- 
lewa Doye, ¢ Bishan Lal Kaul, John Pemberton Heywood Heywood 
Lonsdale, and Arthur Harold Mather. = 


Inner Temple.—Percy Merceron Burton, William Dilacklock Haden 
Corser, Charles Edward Goetz, William James Holmes Tascelles 
Atkinson Lucas, Philip Richards Marsland, Lionel Edwin , John 
= eo Charles Me oe Richardson, Charles Holwell Ward, 

omas Ernest Whelen, Edward Champernowne Willington, Francis 
Henry Willis, and Cecil Grosvenor Wilon 

Middle Temple.—Walter Herbert Baxter, Herbert Burr, William 
Herbert Cooke, Henry James St. Benno Cunliff Lawrence 
Dawson, Vinayak Rajarani Dixit, Syed ‘Mohamed Ebraheem, Edmund 
King Houchin, Edwin Mayfield, colm M’Craw, Naoroz Hormusji 
Naoroji Mody, and Syed Mohammed Reza. 


Gray’s Inn.—Sheikh Mohammed Akbar, Golam Akber 





LEGAL NEWS. 


OBITUARY. 


Mr. Tuomas Bear, solicitor (of the firm of Thomas Beard & Sons), of 
hall-street, London, died this week, after a long illness, in his 
hth year. He was admitted in 1858, and had a large and 
lucrative practice, latterly in partnership with his sons. He entered the 
Court of Common Council in 1869, and was the Bassishaw 
ph naad ag 1886 —_— eae Ll ply 
ty of London. He occu re) many importan' 

of the and served the 

nine times. He was a Past-master of the Loriners’ and Fruiterers’ Com 
eee His death has caused much regret in 

ty. 
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Mr. Gzorcz Pavt Macpvonnu1, barrister, died on Sunday. 
to the bar in 1882. He devoted himself largely to literary work, but a 
writer in the Tiawe anys thet almost te spite of Biases, prustion ane tent 
of the best kind—came, and more than one law officer in him, in the 
P’ ion of option, & A volume by him on the 
tions of Government’? is stated to have been about to be published 
when he died. 

Mr. Gsorcz Rosz-Innes, solicitor (of the firm of Messrs. George 
Rose-Innes, Son, & Crick), of Billiter-square-buil London, died 
Madeira this week, in his fifty-sixth year. He was tted in 1862, 
entered the Court of Common Council in 1868. He became deputy of 
ward in 1890, and was one of her Majesty’s Lientenants of City 
London. He served the office of c of the City Commission 
Sewers, and was several times Under-Shertiff of London and Middlerex 

Mr. Gzorez Wooprorp Lawrance, barrister, died at Eastbourne on 
8rd inst., in his sixty-second year. He was called to the bar in 1858. 
was the author of “‘ Precedents of Deeds of Arrangement between Debtors 
and their Creditors.” 


eokEe 


| a 


ee 


APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. Cuantes James Tarnino, Barrister, has been eo judge of 
her Majesty’s Supreme Consular Court at Constantinople. 
Mr. Samvet Lawry Usner, LL.B., éolicifor, of thé City of Bristol, has 
been appointed a Comr :issioner for Oaths. Mr. 8. L. Usher was admitted 
in April 1878. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vrions. 
Cuarizs Frepericx Paice and Aurrep Muiwanrp, solicitors (Price, Son, 
& Millward), Birmingham May 31 
Joun Oaxpsx Swirt, Ernest Wriiiam Swirt, and Tuomas Garnge, 
solicitors (John O. Swift & Co.), Saint Helens June 1. 
(Gazette, June 7. 


Tomas Witu1aMm Fouutove and Vicror Ocrave Xavier ALraep DE 


Morzron vz 1a Cuarziuz, Solicitors (Paddison, Fullilove, & De la Chap- 
elle), Abchurch-chambers, Abchurch-lane, -8 London. 
March 25. [ Gazette, June 11. 


INFORMATION WANTED. 


Wanrep, the Wit of the late Wr11am Gorpow McOnaz, su ed to 
have been made in 1858-9 or 1860, when he was an Ensign or 
in the 46th Foot. Apply to Messrs. Dundas & Wilson, C.8., 16, St. 
Andrew-equare, Edinburg 


J 


D 


The president, vice-president, and the Council of the Incorporated 
Society entertained a large company at dinuer at their hall on W 
evening. Am the guests were the sj Lansdowne, 


Morris, the Rt. Hon. Gestge Denman, 
Rawlinson, Sir Courtenay Il 3 
M.P., David Powell, K. Muir , Q.0. ” 
(New Queensland), F. L. Stetson (U.8.A.), E. C. B. L. 
Master Wilberforce, Messrs. W. O. Hewlett, M. ,o. P. J 
J. J. Hamilton, Aubrey J. 8 , 0. E. E.-E. Blyth, J. 
Lake, R. E. Cunliffe, E. W. Williamson, and 8. P. B. Bucknill. 


z 
; 
Fi i 
ang 
THES 





E 


Satz or Ruverstons anp Large Poxrcres.—At thelr 556th Monthly 
at the Mart, on the 6th inst., Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranfield 
ponte | prices:—Absolute Reversion to one- of 
estimated value £17,700, life aged 72, £1,100; 

Trust Estate, estimated value £171,827, with 
£3,741, lives aged 59 to 64, £3,700; ditto to Freehold 
of £1,349 Consols, lives aged 86 and 75, £660 ; 
Consols, life aged 68, £935 ; Reversion to 
oged 50, £1,600; ditto tc one-sixth of Estate, 


Z 
is 
a 


! 
i 
$I 


t 
if 
~ 1 





Alexander 
Kerley Donald, Charles Brooke Elliott, Frank Lionel Haigh, Syed Hadi 
Hassan, and John Macdonald Henderson. Examined, 44; passed, 39. 


'y for £250, life 56, £45. Policy of Assurance for £5, life 
aged 66, £2,710 ; ditto for £3,000, life aged 46, £800 ; ditto for £3,000, life 
aged 70, £1, : for £2,000, life aged 64, £1,120; ditto for £1,600, 

fe aged 66, £600; ditto for £1,500, life aged, 64, 2100: Two Policies for 
£600 each, life aged 64, £985 ; for life 73, £535; ditto 
for £500, life aged 67, £380; Policies for life aged 46, 
£325; Policy for £500, life aged 49, £180. ‘The total sale 1,725" 
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COURT OF APPEAL. 
TRINITY SITTINGS, 1895. 
Aprgat Court I.—Noriczs. 


Queen’s Bench Interlocutory Appeals will be taken in Court I. on 
Tuesday, June 11, and afterwards on every Monday in Trinity Sittings. 
any Appeals will be taken on Friday, June 14, and following 

8 


ys. 

Queen's Bench Final Appeals and New Trial Motions will be taken 
in Court I. in alternate weeks during the . _ New Trial Motions 
will be taken in Court I. on Tuesday, June 11, and following days in that 
week. Final Appeals in the second week. 

On Mondays and Fridays Final Appeals or New Trial Motions will be 
tine § there are not enough Interlocutory or Bankruptcy Appeals for a 

ay’s Paper. 

Admiralty Appeals (with Assessors) will be taken in Court I. on days 
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taken in Court II. on Thursday, June 13. 


Srzcrat Notice.—In consequence of the limited state of the 
A list, the above general arrangement will be subject to modifi- 
sway Se a of which due notice will appear in the daily cause 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Judgment Reserved. 
(Final List.) 
Chastey v Ackland =< dft from order of Mr Justice Cave (transferred 
from Mr Justice North for trial at the Exeter Assizes), dated 1, 1895 
(cav May 17) Present Lords Justices Lindley, Lopes, and Kay 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, 
(Final List.) 
1895. 
In re The Maharajah Duleep Singh Griffithes v Singh app of Dame L- 
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Login & ors from order of Mr Justice Kekewich,{dated November 23, 
1894 (not before July 1) Dec 20, 1894 

In re the London General Bank 1d & Co’s Acts app of S Walker from 
order of Mr Justice Vaughan Williams, dated Dec 20, 1894 (June 17 
by order) Jan 3 

In re the Same app of A T Layton from order of Mr Justice Vaughan 
Williams, dated Bee 20, 1894 (June 17, by order) Jan 3 

In re The Same app of W Theobald from order of Mr Justice Vaughan 
Williams, dated Dec 20, 1894 (June 17, by order) Jan 12 

In re The Same app of S R Pattison from order of Mr Justice Vaughan 
Williams, dated Dec 20, 1894 (June 17, by order) Jan 18 

Ebbetts v Conquest app of dfts from Off Referee’s report, dated March 20, 
1895 April 2 
i v Prince & Cold app of pltf on behalf, &c, from order of Mr 
Justice Vaughan Williams, dated Feb 13, 1895 April 3 

Burgess Hill Constitutional Club ld v Seager app of plts from order of 
Mr Justice Kekewich, dated March 4, 1895 April 5 

Hickman v Berens app of plt from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
April 3, 1895 (not before July 1) April 6 

Betjemann v Betjemann app of dft from order of Mr Justice Wright 
(sitting, &c), dated April 3, 1895 April 6 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Judgment Reserved. 
(Interlocutory List.) 


Freeman v Saunders app of plts from order of Mr Justice Charles, dated 
May 9, 1895 (cav May 30) 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
For Hearing. 
(Final List.) 
1895. 

In re an Arbtn between the Manchester Corpn and the Stretford Local 
Board app of Manchester Corpn from jdgt of Justices Lawrance and 
Kennedy, dated Jan 25, 1895 (restored) Feb 7 

Petersen v Freebody & Co app of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, 
dated Feb 6, 1895, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Feb 14 

Sarson v Roberts app of dft from judgt of Mr Commissioner Chalmers, 
dated Jan 30, 1895, and common jury, Chester Feb 15 

Woodwell v Kirby app of plt from jdgt of Mr Justice Wills, dated June 
23, 1894, at trial without a jury, Middleeex (restored) 

Browne v Bywater, Tanqueray, & Co ld_ app of dfts from order of Mr 
oo Charles, dated Feb 13, 1895, at trial without a jury, Middlesex 

e 

East Broken Hills Consols 1d v Deeley app of dft from order of Mr Jus- 
tice Wright, dated Feb 14, 1895 Feb 22 

Union Debenture Co ld v Fletcher app of pltfs from judgt of Mr Justice 
ae dated Jan 25, 1895, at. trial without a jury, Middlesex 

e 

Hay v Lianelly Union Rura! Sanitary Authority app of dft from judgt 
of Mr Justice Lawrance, dated Feb 15, 1895, at trial with special jury, 
Glamorgan Feb 28 

Mathers v WN White & Cold app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Kennedy, dated Feb 27, 1895 March 6 

Fuller v Blackpool Winter Gardens &c,Co app of plt from judgt of Mr 
—— dated Feb 23, 1895, at trial without a jury, Middlesex 

— vColtman app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham, 
dated Jan 17, 1895, at trial without a jury, Middlesex March 8 

Roddick v The Indemnity Mutual Marine Insce Co app of dfts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated Feb 9, 1895, at trial with special 
tary, Liverpool March 8 

Gurneys, Round, Green, Hoare & Cov Elwis app of pltfs from judgt 
of Mr Justice Mathew, dated Feb 22, 1895, without a jury, Middlesex 
March 11 

Nepean v Marten app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, dated 
Feb 22, 1895, at trial without jury, Middlesex March 13 

The Charlton—1894—Folio 376—(damage) Owners of Beechdene v Owners 
of Charlton & Freight app of pltfs from order of Mr Justice Bruce, 
dated Feb 11, 1895 March 14 

In re an Arbtn between Hankey & Whitehouse app of Hankey from 
order of Justices Wills and Wright, dated Feb 27, 1895 March 14 

The Royal Aquarium, &c Soc ld v Zarmo_ app of deft from judgt of Mr 
— _ dated March 1, 1895, at trial without a jury, Middlesex 

arch 1! 

Burney & Co v Eiliman, Sons & Co app of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Mathew, dated March 11, 1895, at trial without a jury, Middle- 
sex March 16 

In re an Arbtn between the Yeadon Waterworks Co and Wright app of 
Wright from order of Justices Lawrance and Kennedy, dated March 5, 
1895 March 18 

Duckett v Whitehead app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, 
dated Feb 25, 1895, at trial without a jury, Manchester March 19 

Parker v Asia ld app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated 
March 7, 1895, at trial without a jury, Middlesex March 20 

G E Dobell & Co v The SS Rossmore Cold app of defts from judgt of 
Mr Justice Lawrance, dated March 18, 1895, at trial without a jury, 
Liverpool March 21 

The Mecca—1894—Folio 434 {Cory Bros & Cold and anr v The Owners 

of the Mecca app of plis from judgt of Mr Justice Bruce, dated March 

4, 1895 March 22 





Armi v Arm app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, 
dated March 20, 1895, at trial without a jury, Middlesex March 27 
Monsen v Macfarlane & Co epp of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
sae dated March 18, 1895, at trial without a jury, Middlesex 
arch < 
Oliver v Bolckow, Vaughan, & Co Id app of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Charles, dated March 15, 1895, at trial with a special jury, Leeds 


April 1 
(Zo be continued.) 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Txrintry Srrrines, 1895. 

Notices relating to the Chancery Cause List. 

Motions, Petitions, and Short Causes will be taken on the usual days 
stated in the Trinity Sittings paper, with the following exceptions—viz. : 

Mr. Justice Chitty.—In consequence of Mr. Justice Chitty sitting for 
the disposal of his lordship’s own witness list from Tuesday, June 18, 
until Saturday, June 29 (inclusive), his lordship’s motions and er 
petitions will be taken by Mr. Justice North—that is to say, motions on 
Thursday, June 20, and Thursday, June 27; unopposed petitions on 
Saturday, June 22, and Saturday, June 29. If the state of the non- 
witness list should permit, the witness list will be taken on some days 
other than those above appointed, and due notice given. When the witness 
list is being taken, further considerations will not be taken on Tuesdays. 

Mr. Justice Kekewich.—The order of business before Mr Justice Keke- 
wich will be as stated on the sit paper. Actions for trial with wit- 
nesses will be taken on Tuesday, June 25, and continued until the end 
of the following week. They may also be taken at other times if the state 
of the non-witnees list permits. Notice will be given in the Daily Cause 
List. 

Mr Justice North.—In contequence of Mr Justice North sitting for the 
disposal of his er own witness list from Tuesday, July 2, until 
July 13 (inclusive), his lordship’s motious and unopposed petitions during 
that time will be taken by Mr Justice Chitty—that is to say, motions on 
Thureday, July 4, and Thursday, July 11; unopposed petitions on Satur- 
day, July 6, and Saturday, July 13. 

Mr Justice Stirling.—In consequence of Mr Justice Stirling sitting for 
the disposal of his lordship’s own witness list from Tuesday, July 9, until 
Saturday, July 20 (inclusive), his lordship’s motions and unop 
petitions during that time will be taken by Mr Justice Kekewich—that is 
to say, motions on Thursday, July 11, and Thursday, July 18; unopposed 
petitions on Saturday, July 13, and Saturday, July 20. N.B.—If the state 
of business admits, his lordship may take the witness list on days in addi- 
tion to those above appointed, of which due notice will be given in the 
Daily Cause List. 

Liverpoo] and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Kekewich will take 
Liverpool and Manchester business as follows :— 

1. Summonses in chambers will be taken on every other Friday after- 
noon, commencing with Friday, June 14. 

2. Motions, short causes, petitions, and adjourned summonses on every 
other Saturday, commencing with Saturday, June 15, but except Satur- 
days, June 29 and July 6. 

Mr Justice Romer will take witness actions every day in the order as 
they stand in his lordship’s cause book 

Summonses before the judge in chambers.—Justices Chitty, North, 
Stirling, and Kekewich will sit in court the whole day on every Monday 
during the si! to hear chamber summonses. 

Summonses adjourned into court will be taken (subject to the witness 
list) as follows:—Mr Justice Chitty, with non-witness actions, except 

rocedure summonses, which (if any) are taken every Saturday; Mr 
si ustice Stirling, with non-witness actions; Mr Justice North on Fridays 
and Saturdays; Mr Justice Kekewich on Fridays and Saturdays, and also 
on other days as the judges may direct. 


Spectra, Notice with Rererence ro THE Cuancery Wrrness Lists. 

During Trinity Sittings the judges will sit for the disposal of their 
own witness lists as follows :— 

Mr Justice Chitty will take his witness list for the ensuing fortnight, 
beginning on Tuesday, June 18, and will sit continuously (Monday, June 
24, excepted), until Saturday, June 29. 

Mr Justice Kekewich will begin on Tuesday, June 25, and sit continuously 
(Monday, July 1, excepted) until Saturday, go! 6. 

Mr Justice North begin on Tuesday, July 2, and sit continuously 
(Monday July 8, excepted) until Saturday, July 13. 

Mr Justice Stirling will begin on Tuesday, July 9, and sit continuously 
(Monday, July 15, excepted) until Saturday, July 20. 

During the fortnight when a judge is on his witness list, 
motions in causes or matters assigned to him (including ex parte motions, 
but not including motions relating to the postponement of the trial or 


hearing of any cause or matter in his lordsbip’s list) and also unopposed 
titions to him, will be heard by one of his colleagues as 
‘ollows :— 


Those assigned to Mr Justice Chitty will be heard by Mr Justice North. 

Those to Mr Justice North will be heard by Mr Justice Chitty. 

Thoze to Mr. Justice Stirling will be heard by Mr. Justice 
Kekewich. 

Those assigned to Mr Justice Kekewich will be heard by Mr Justice 
Stirling. 

P Chancery Causes for Trial or Hearing. 
(Set down to Thursday, May 31, inclusive.) 


June 15, 1896. 4 
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Before Mr. Justice Carrr. 
Causes for trial (with witnesses). 
Hirsch v Swift act (restored by 


order) 

In re The Sovereign Life Assurance 
Co & Co’s Acts adjd claim (s.o. 
pending examn of witnesses) 

Grezier v Outram act 

Michell v Robinson act 

Dutriez v Bonyond act 

Harsant v Neal act 

Buckwell v Millar act and m fj 

Bomert v Fraser & Chalmers motn 
(ordered to go into Witness List) 


Meadowcroft v Kensington Oo- | 
| Boaler v Southern Oounties &c 


operative Stores ld act (no 
leadings) 

illis v Crooke act 

Bennett v Webster act 

Howard & Bullough ld v Tweedales 
& Smalley act 

Harris v Macdonald act 

Anderson v Davis act 

Buckell v King act 

Bird v Stevens act 

Howes & Burleigh v Webber act 
(Birmingham D R) 

D’Authenay v District Messenger 
Co of Paris ld act 

De Goutant Biron v Same Co act 

De Bonneval v Same Co act 

Stengel v Hirsch act 

Bartlett v Tebbutt act 

Florence v Paddington Vestry act 
(set down by order April 26, 1895) 
pleadings to be delivered 

Savage v D B Harris & Sons act 

Prowse v Paige issues for trial and 
counter-claim (set down by order 
May 6, 1895) 

Patrick v Forster act 

Bruff v Jones act 

In re Griffiths Griffiths v Jones 
act & counter-claim 

Wildman v Kitchen act & counter- 
claim 

Trowell v Round, Green & Oo 
act 

Dear v Ellis act 

Charles v Butson act 

Clifford v Phillips act 

Jacob v The Bristol & Clifton 
Permanent Building Soc act & 

ti 


mij 

Lord Wimborne v Bargoed Coal Co 
ld act 

General Exploration Oo ld v Calvert 
act 


Maxwell vy School Board for London 
act 


Cochrane vExchange Telegraph Co 
ld act 
In re Kay Moseley v Keyworth 


act 
In re Ferriman Haynes v Haynes 
act 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses). 

Dent v Spencer act (evidence not 
complete) 

In re The Marine, & Co Hazard 
v The Marine, &c Co adjdsumns 

In re Danson Danson v Bell adjd 


sumns 

In re Marshall Parr’s Bank v All- 
work adjd sums 

In re Marshall Parr’s Bank v All- 
work (to cross-exmn deft’s 
witnesses) adjd sums 

In re Cocqg’s sts Ellinor v 
Hilleary adjd sumns 

Abbott v Massers, 1d m fj 

In re Franklin Stevens v Franklin 
adjd sumns 

Binning v Binning adjd sums 

Inre Pope Church v Pope adjd 
sumns 

In re Phillips & Mason (taxation) 
adjd sumns 

In re Ashford Palmer v Newton 
adjd 

In re Bligh Livesay v 

act (evidence not complete) 





In re The Reliance Bldg Soc & Co’s 
Acts adjd 

In re G W 
adjd sumns 

In re Richards 
Richards adjd sumns 

Upton v Britten adjd sum’ 

ii - a Gibbs v Smyth sit 


pai i * Philpot & Murton (taxation) | 
jd sumns 
In re Earl Somers Cocks v Som 
set adjd sumns 
In re Atkinson Atkinson v Atkin- 
son adjd snmns 


Bank ld adjd sumns (to come on 
with pending motion) 

Craddock v 
Institution adjd sumns 

In re Bagot’s Settled Estates and 
Settled Land Act adjd sumns 

In re C Bray March v Seymour 
adjd sumns 

Brown v Fisher m f j (short) 

In re Keen Heathv Keen adjd 
sumns 


Further Considerations. 
In re Dunlop Dunlop v Dunlop 
fur con 
In re Watts Wattsv Ansell adjd 
con 





Before Mr. Justice Norru. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 


Linnington v Crowfoot act & 
counter-claim 
Armold vy Bookham Bookham v 


Arnold act &mf j 

English v Tod Heatly act 

Ainsworth v Ainsworth act 

Branson v Wilson act 

Liquidation Estates, & Oo ld v 

Willoughby act 

McKay v Lonsdale 

Hindes ld v W E Peck &Co act 

In re Smith Gormanv Foster act 

North British Rubber Co, ld v 
Gormilly, &c, Co act (s.o. 21 
days after depositions filed by 
order) 

Hunt v Gingell, Son, & Cruikshank 
act 

Waite v Newberry act 

Pratt v Champion act 

Seaborne v Haynes Haynes v Sea- 
borne act & ome neces 

Marquess of esey v Briggs 
act (not before fal uly 1) 

Lloyd vNowell act 

Attorney-Gen v Guildford, &c, 
Joint Hospital Board act 

Mackinlay v Metzler & Oo, 1d act 

Ramsbotham v Fielden act 

ery & eye Co ld 

v Wetherly gp Be counter- 

claim 


Browne v Tucker act 
—_ Met Ry & Canal Co vy Peyton 


MacBean v Pullman act 

Williams v Quebrada Ry Land & 
Copper Cold act and sumns 

Braun v Englander act (no plead- 

) & motn by order 

Lambert v Hart act 

Collins vy Woodfin act 

Bank of Victoria ld v ae 
Exchange Assoce Co 

In re aenereet Calthorpe v 


Tonn v Willett act 
Hawkins v Colville act 
In re Maurice Maurice v Brown 


act 
Queen’s Benefit Building Soc v 


w act and m f j 
yor v thither act 


Bled’ Rutland act 
Moy 
H v Haxell act 

Taylory Newcome act 


sumns 
*s Settlement Trusts 
Woodcock v) 


Scottish Provident | 


In re Evans erv Swanton act 
| Coate v Ch act 
Jones v Roberts act 


Sharpv Sharp act 

war A... v Binns act (pleadings to be 

| Cobb v S 

The Farmers’ & Cleveland Dairies 
Co ld v Watson act & counter- 
c 

| Hill, Geddam & Oo v B W Sefton 
&Co dct and m fj 

| Attorney General v Stone act 

Day v Baber act 

- Sori v Sons v Brinsmead 
act 


Actions for Trial (without witnesses). 

In re Swaffield Robertson v 8 
field act 

In re Jefferies Jefferies v Jefferies 
act 

In re Butler Brooke v Butler act 
(no pleadings) 

Maclean v Bull mtn for judgt 

Gwatkin v Hennig Bros 1d min 
for judgt (short) 


Adjourned Summonses. 

Clapham v Latimer Clarke Muir- 
head & Co ld (restored) 

In re Bartlett Bartlett v Ayles 
(restored) 

In reSwann Swann v Shield 

In re Lewis Lewis v Lewis 

In re Russell Leigh Finch v 
Hatton 

In re Wilde & Trustee Act 

In re J Wilde Wilde v Mills 

Pegge v Neath & District Tramway 


In re Sangster Sangster v Mockett 
In re Fox Fox v Morgan 
In re Jeffery Arnold v Burt 
In re Terrell Jenkins v Ellis 
In re Penney Penney v Penney 
_ " Varley Thornton v Varley 
g 6 Bigs v Stephenson 
Hatch & V & P 
en} 1874 


In re ‘Mangles Bedingfield v Riley 
not before June 24 

In re J 
ham not 
In re Sperring 
Chi 
In re Wilson 
In re Thomas 
In re Goodall 
In re Austen Austen v Austen 
Inre Watson Turner v Watson 
In re Leonard Grundon v Baxter 
In re Somerset Hotel Cold Pillers 
v Somerset Hotel Co ld 

In re The Emeralds Co ld & Co’s 
Acts, 1862 to 1890 

In re The Masonic & General Life 
Assce Co ld & Co’s Acts 

In re Wood Wood v Modlin 

In re Pitcairn Brandreth v Colvin 
In re Mundy In re The Shipley 
Estates & Settled Lands Acts 

In re Ebbsmith & Rose taxn 
(cross-examn on affidavits) 

In re Davies Thomas v Davies 

In re Cloak Davis v Sadds (to be 
heard with petn) 

In re Stott Stanhope v Munby 

In re Stott Munby v Stott 


Furth 
In re Stenning Wood v Stenning 
fur con & 5 adj sumns 3 


ros —— mn) ator O "Loe) 
y 
& ors), 5 G fritsenenla) 

ag Be Fereday v Jesson 


fur con 
—— Chifferiel vy Watson 


con 
Leicester v Pimblett fur con 

In re Dawson Barlow v Dawson 
fur con 





one TEE cased: 
In re Taylor Bice vy Taylor act 


Edgar act 
In re J Pollock McPhun v Pollock 
act 


See Dunn v Mason act 
emp v Graham act &mf 
Nisbet Gt Dundas Gold 
act 
evens ¥ Dotober 
Dickerson v Brown act (set down 
Brown) 


spike 
AAer 


Al 
| 
&, 
ge 
g 
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i 
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Hopcraft v <a adj sumns 
In re Randell Uridge v Randell 
adj sumns 
Carter v Carter act & m f j 
Middleton v Bradley adj sumns 
In re Pendlebury Ashton v Morris 
adj sumns 
— & American Machinery Co 
v Union Boot and Machine Co 
ld a sums 
In Elliott Livingstone v 
Stepiaineen adjd sumns 
In re Green Haddon v Wright 
adjd sumns 
In re Reece Meacock v Wright 
adjd sumns 
Cooper v Tyars adjd sumns 
Sprague v Bond jd sumns 
Crose v Golling act for trial (no 
pleadings) 
In re ee all Fewings v Hudson 
adj sums 
In re Hughes 
adj sums 
Ehrmann v Ehrmann adj sums 
Morgan v Blyth two adj sums 
Ainsworth v Wilding adj sums 
In re Darling Farquhar v Darling 
adj sums 
In re Culpan, &c Culpan v Culpan 
adj sums 
In re Farnham, Hartopp v Farn- 
bam adj sums 
Harrison v Russell m f j (short) 
In re Burton & Hellyer’s Contract 
&V&P Act adj sums 
In re Gifford Wheaton v Mortlock 
adj sums 
Ford v Ruxton adj sums 
Dalton v Fitzgerald act (not before 
evidence complete) 
Trevor v Hutchins adj sums 
In re Dietrich Dietrich v Cook two 
adjd sumns to come on with fur 


Hughes v Otway 


con 
In re Hurford Beauchamp v Allnatt 
ad 


sums 

In re Berry Dutfield v Williams 
adj sums 

In re Carew Carew v Carew adj 
sums 

In re Tuckey Palmer v Stauton 
adj sums 

Britith North American Co ld v 
Cameron Freehold Land & In- 
vestment Co ld two adj sums, 
dated Ist & 2nd May, 1895 

Miller v Collins act 

In re Arden Arden v Arden adj 


sums 
In re Canadian Direct Meat Co ld 
& Co’s acts adj sums 
Woodhead & Sons v Sugden & Co 
m f j (short) 


Further Considerations. 
In re Cossham Burgess v Cossham 
fur con 
In re Firth Bans v Benevolent 
Society for relief of the aged and 
infirm poor fur con (set down 
by directions of Chief Clerk, Feb 


— ng 
re ype 2 Winnett v Clarke 
*~ con jd from chambers 
Davidson v Greer fur con 
In re Tompson Attorney-Gen v 
Roots fur con 
In re Norton fur con 
Harrigon vEyre fur con 
Vaughan v Eyre fur con 
Norton v Eyre fur con 
In re Fontaneau Hayes v Chartier 
fur con & sumns 
Smith v Law Guarantee & Trust 
Sec ld fur con 
eens re Lucas Walker v Lupton fur 
— from chambers 
Hedger v ledger fur con 


Before Mr. Justice Kexewicu. 
Causes for trial (with witnesses). 
Tufnell v Elliott act 








In re Doetsch Matheson & Cov 
Ludwig act & mf j 

Dunhill v North Eastern Ry Co 
act 

Low v Hamilton 
June 15 

Shermanv Sherman act 

Robson v H S Nichols & Co act 

In re Wilson Wilson v Elliot 
act 

Melville v Mirror of Life Co act 

Blake v Marshall act (not before 
July 1 

In re Brooks Brooks v Wilkins 

Peel v Williams act 

Finch v Pocklington act 

The Fourth City Mutual Benefit 
Building Soc &c v Chadburn 
act 

Botterill v Richardson act 


act (not before 


Causes for trial (without witnesses). 

In reJ King Thoyts v Dewsnap 
m f j (short) 

Davies v Vale of Evesham Preserves 
ld_ m fj (short) 

Parry Jones v Croft m f j (short) 

Johns v Trade Publishing Co ld 
m f j 


Adjourned Summonses. 

In re Ackroyd Wheelwright v 
Ackroyd (revived) 

In re Baird De Witt v Baird 

Montagu v Gye 

In re Dorsett Fairbairn v Scrutton 
(with witnesses) 

In re Machin’s Contract & V & P 
Act, 1874 

In re Walpole Walpole v Oxford 

Templer v Fraser 

In re Vaughan Hughes Lark v 
Vaughan Hughes 

In re Skilbeck Dyson v Wrigley 

In re Nicholson Nicholson v 
Nicholson 

Cheesewright v Paterson 

Inre Bell JefferyvSayles Collin- 
son v Jeffery 

In re Vardon Vardon v Batley 

In re Soames Soames v Woolley 

In re Grindrod Hewson v Adams 
(liberty to call witnesses) 

Inre Earp Pearman v Jenkins 

Glenton v Sturton 

In re Bircham, & ors (taxation) 

In re Matthew Matthews v 
Matthews 

In re Morley Morleyv Morley 


Further Considerations. 

Pedler v Partridge fur con 

Miller v Jones furcon 
Before Mr. Justice VavucHan 

WILLIAMs. 

(Sitting as an additional Judge of 
Chancery Division.) 
Companies (winding up). 
Petitions. 

Bidaroa Railway and Mines ld (petn 

of F Thorn 

Joseph Bull Sons & Co ld (petn of 
M T Shaw & Co) 

Carenero Railway and Navigation 
Co ld (petn of La Compagnie 
Generale de Railways a voie 
Etroite Societe Anonyme) 

Woolley Coal Co ld tition of 
Yorkshire Banking Co 1d) 

Dawe & Co, ld (petn of A Wit- 
church) 

Baylis, Gilles & Co, ld (petn of 
Bischoff & Rodatz) 

Swindon & North Wilts Breweries 
ld (petn of J Hearn) 

Candelaria Waterworks & Milli 
Co ld (petn of J L Whelen 
anr) 

Eastern Counties Bacon Factory ld 
(petn of Lalor and Kindersley) 
Securities Insurance Co ld (petn of 
Sir E J Reed & ors) 








Atlanta Gold & Silver Consolidated 
Mines, ld (petn of D W Nell) 

Olympia, ld (petn of ‘| Levy) 

Same om of R Leg; 

Madras Electric eae as Co, Id 
(peta of Commercial & Land 
Mortgage Bank, 1d) 

Brussels Theatre of Varieties, ld 
(petn of Laura Evans) 

Otis Steel Co, ld (petn of Laura 
Relton) 

West Australian Finance & Devel- 
oo Syndicate, ld (petn of 
William Aldridge) 


Chancery Division. 
Tipton Moat Oolliery Co ld & 
reduced 
Crompton & Co ld & reduced 
Alliance Investment Co ld & 
reduced 


Companies (Winding up). 
Court Summonses. 

Lyric Club ld (to set aside proofs) 

Alkaline Reduction Synd 1d (settle 
list of contributories) 

Lands Allotment Co ld (taxation 
of bill) 

A Salomon & Co ld (remove name 
from list 

Amador Gold Mine ld (to dismiss 
sumns) 

Securities Insurance Co ld (to stay 
proceedings) 

General Phosphate Corpn ld (for 
payment) 

Veuve Monnier et ses Fils ld 
(remove liquidator) 

Same (sanction any of 
joint solicitors to liquidator) 

Yuruari Co ld (liquidator’s re- 
muneration) 


Chancery Division. 

May v Walters ld (for declaration) 

Same v Same (to discharge or vary 
certificate, filed Aug 24, 1894) 

Stubber v T Daniel & Co ld (for 
sale) 

Same v Same (for leave to cross- 
examine) 

Same v Same (declare dividend) 

Wood v Woodhouse & Rawson 
United how (for leave to institute 
proceedings) 

Barcly v Mills & Co ld (stay pro- 
ceedings) 

Motions. 
Companies (Winding-up). 

W Brock & Son ld (transfer pro- 
ceedings) 

African Landed Estates Co ld (to 
discharge order dated June 21, 
1894, as regards applicant) 

Tondon & General 1d (compel 
attendance of witness) 

London & West of Tegland Con- 
tract Cold (leave to issue writ 
of attachment) 

Economic Non-Slipping Horse Shoe 
Co ld (for an account) 





Before Mr. Justice Romer. 
Causes for Trial. 
(With witnesses.) 

Guthrie v Preston act (short) 
Setterwall & Co v Dorman, Brown 
&Co act (not before July 18) 
Ainslie v Gill Bros act (pleadings 

to be delivered 
Hall vy Wildman act (deft dead 
Lacon v Edwards act (deft 
Gale v Ingledew act & m fj (pltf 


dead) 
Davidson v Davideon act (pitff 
dead 


) 
Davis v Jewell act (pleadings to 
. be —— ) ( 
uss v Buss act (no pleadings, 
pltf bankrupt) : 
v (1898—A 
—T21) act v Monk- 





house (1893—A—722) act Arm- 
strong v Monkhouse (1893—A— 
723) act deft G B Monkhouse 


dead 

Bocquet v Suter & Co act 

Balcombe v Lewis act 

Elliot, Pearce, & Cov Phillips act 
(deft dead) 

Beighton v Beighton act (not 
before June 22) 

Mochles Ban Patente Gesellchaft, 
&c v Caspers act 

Quihampton v Peruvian Corpn ld 
act (not before July 1) 

Martin v Bergheim act 

Goodall v Crossley act (restored) 


‘Transferred oA Order, dated 30th 


A a 

Hesketh v Bantets n-Avon, 
Towcester and Midlan Junction 
Ry Co act& m f j, claim and 
counter-claim 

The Shrewsbury & Talbot S T Oab, 
&c Co v Sterckx act 

Holmes v Williams act 

Bailey v Lund act 

Harding v Corpn of Exeter act 

Springett v, Brown act 

In re "s Patent, dated Jan 17, 
1894, eo] 5051, and Patents 
Designs, Act tn of Ham- 
mond & Co ld feoteed to go into 
Witness List 

Smith v Bradley act & mf j 
(transferred from Q B Division) 

Pink v Orescens, Robinson & Co ld 

act 

James v Sinclair act & mf j 

Earl of Shrewsbury v Wirrall Rail- 
ways Committee act 

Midland Ry Cov Tugby act 

Henderson v — Norton v 
Montague 

Webber v Miles act (not before 


July 1) 
The eee, &c., of Southend, 
Essex v Ramuz act 


West v Neesham act 

Hayes v Puncture Proof Pneumatic 
Tyre Co, ld act 

Lewis v Thomson act 

Jenkins v Jacobs act 

Lilley v Buckle act 

Rogers v Taylor act & mf j 

Lacey v Sinclair act 

Smuggs v Seyd & Kelly’s Credit 
Index Cold act 

Smith v Allen act 

In re Walsh Fairburn v Walsh 
act &mfj 

Hockey v gale " Kelly’s Credit 
Index Co ld 

Birkin & Oo ¥ Prat Hurst & Cold 
act (not before June 24) 

The Patent ee eine, and Stamp 
Co ld v The t, Birmingham 
ld act 

Foster v Thomas act 

Thatcher v Bell act 

Pippet v Thomson act & mf 

Lands Allotment Co ld (in tiguida- 
tion) v Broad act 


President, &c of Middlesex Hospital. 


vGole act 
Gould v Coaks act 
Raithby, Lawrence & Co Id v Hilton 


act 
— v Tipton Moat Colliery Co ld 
Ogilvie v Littleboy act 
In re Vickers > Fase v Strange 
act 
Nada re spe a Burton v Burton act 
act 


Watng & Sonn, ld v Philippe & 
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Marquis of Anglesey v Cope act | Sedgerv Lowenfeld act 
Aillud v Beacon act 


Hindson v Ashby act 
Rooke v Dawson act 


Clarke v we, ay act 
St George’s Engineering Co ld v | Wenkheimv Yung act (no plead- 
Kent act | ings) 
Culverhouse v Hampstead Vestry | In re Noble Smith v Garstang 
(claim of Miss Gates) adjd sumns 
Hendon Union Rural Sanitary 


act 
Powell v Wedderburn act 
Authority v British Land Co ld 


Master, &c, of Caius College, Cam- 


bridge v Bolton act adjud sumns 
Thomas v Thomas act Benshimol v Marcus act (security 
Cresswell v Brighton & Hove Co- £100 ordered) 
operative Supply Assoc, ld act | Ollis v Besch act 
(not before July 18) Last v Last act 
Gratrex Davies v Davies act Bocquet v Bocquet act 
In re Gale Gale v Oldershaw Singer Manufac Co v King’s 
act Universal Supply ld act 
Burrow v Glyn Mills, Currie & Co | Herriman v List act 
act Wanklyn v Kerosene Cold act 


Whieldon v Cathcart act 


Fearnley v C act 
4 py | Roberts v Roberts act 


Wordsworth v Lacey act 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE, 
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Trinity Srrrmes, 1895. 
SproraL Papsr. 
For Argument. 
Branson & anr v Lamport & Holt pt hd before Pollock, B, and Grantham, 
J, Dec 17, 1894 80 for supplemental case special case 
Entwistle & Cov Sahb & Co Special case 
Stern & ors v The Queen Special case 
In re an Arbtn between The Company of Proprietors of the Norfolk 
Estuary and H R H The Prince of Wales This case and opposed 
motions Nos 11 and 13 to be argued together Special case 
are an Arbtn between The Company of Proprietors of the Norfolk 
Estuary and Buller This case and opposed motions Nos 12 and 14 to be 
argued together Special cese 


Oproszsp Mortons. 
For Argument. 


Smolinski v Preston & Sons pt hd before Cave and Wright, JJ 30th 
March, 1895 (s o for report of official referee) 
In re a Solicitor, Expte Incorporated Law Soc (s o for further report) 
In re a Solicitor, Expte Incorporated Law Soc (s o for further report) 
Finch v Quigley 
In re an Arbitration between Cunningham & Richards 
Brass (trading, &c) v Matthews 
H Kiddier v Emmott 
J Kiddier v Same 
In re an Arbtn between Webber & Blamey 
The Continental Commerce Co v Georgiades 
In re an Arbtn between the Norfolk Estuary Co and H R H the Prince of 
fe we KG This with No 13 and Special Case No 4, to be argued to- 
gether 
In re an Arbtn between the Norfolk Estuary Co and Buller This with No 
14 and Special Case No 5 to be argued together 
In 2 Fes 3 - between the Norfolk Estuary Co and H R H Prince of 
es, 
In re an Arbtn between the Norfolk Estuary Co and Buller 


(Vol. 39.) 571 
London The Queen v The Vestry of St George, Hanover expte 
en Gale Council) one tte tone 
—— The Queen v Godfrey & ors, JJ, &c (expte Hawke) nisi 
case 


Salop The Queen v Wells eee ae nisi for quo warranto as 
Treasurer of Ludlow Rural Council 
London London County Council v The Churchwardens, &c, of the Parish 
of Iambeth Quarter 12 & 13 Vict c 45, 8 11 
Lancashire Midland Ry Co v Overeeers of the Poor of Manchester 
uarter Sessions, 12 & 13 Vict c 45, s 11 ; 


Q 
Met Pol Dis K wy Magistrate’s case 
v Hodson (Dod’sapp) county court 
v Pearse Magistrate’s case 


Court Defts’ app 
Leicestershire, Leicester Palmer v Bramley County Court Pitff’s 


app 

Warwickshire, Birmingham Smallwood & Co v J, B, & W Sheppards 
County Court Defts’ app es 

Middlesex, Marylebone Cueatorex & Co v Shackle County Court Pltffs’ 


a 
Met Pol Dist Allen & anr v London County Council Magistrate’s case 
Brighton Southern Counties Deposit Bank id v Boaler Magistrate’s 


case 
Carmarthenshire, Llanelly Powell v Anthony County Court Pitfi’s 


ap 
Met Pol Dist Crow v Redhouse Magistrate's case 
Lancashire, Bolton in so Cee Acts, 1862 to 1890 and In re Dean 


Mills Manufac Co ( urst’s app) County Court 
— Dobell & v Surrey Commercial Dock Os Mayor’s Court 
Met Pol Mag and St Saviour’s 


efts’ a 
Met Pol Dit The Queen v Slade, " 
District Board of Works (expte Sa ) Nisi for certiorari for convic- 


tion 
Revenvz Parser. 


For Judgment. 
Attorney-Gen v Ellis & ors (c a v May 21, 1895) 
Attorney-Gen v Wendt (c a v May 22, 1895) 
Attorney-Gen v Lord 8 (c a v May 22, 1895) 
Southwell (Surveyor of Taxes), applt, and the Royal Holloway College, 
resps (c a v May 23, 1895) — 
‘or i 


Causes by English 
Attorney-Gen v The Verderers of the New Forest and ors part heard 
Attorney-Gen v Newcomen (since dec) and ors part heard 


Petition. 
In re Duty on the Estate of the late Sir Thomas Gresham part heard 


For Argument. 
sit urs ete deet Ba ae Ba Sis, ape _ 
mi urveyor of Taxes), a) rm ’ 

The Committee of Londen Oleeing Bankers (appits) and the Onnsalestonees 
of Inland Revenue (resps) 

The Norwich Fire Insurance Oo, applts, and Magee (Surveyor of Taxes) 
resp 

Appzats AND Mortons ix BANKRUPTCY. 


A for hearing bef: Divisional Court Sitting in Bankruptcy, 
sch feiea Pening June, 1895. wey 





Im re an Arbtn between the Mayor, &c of the Borough of Plymouth and | In re Wilson 
Pethick & ors In re Harbord Exparte 
Crown Parzr. ag re a? Expte Ward 
For Judgment. n re Clay & Sons Expte Armitage 
Met Pol Dist The Southwark & Vauxhall Water Co v Evershed | 7 7¢ Chapple oe 
magistrate’s case (cor Justices Oave & Lawrance, Jj) In re Cleg; “¥ Expte 
Kent, Maidstone Palmer v Day & Sons county court plt’sapp (ca V| Inre Pattoon Expte b> 
re hy: coram Lord Russell of Killowen, C J, Charles 5 In re Same Expte Same 
Suffolk, Lowestoft The Hull Rope Work Co {ld v Adams county court | In re Dagnall Expte Soan & Morley 
dest’s app (cav May 22, cor Grantham & Wright, Jj) In re Wood Expte & Sons 
For Argument. In re Follows Expte Fallows 
Lancashire, Liverpool Re Eberle’s Restaurant and Refreshment Con- | Motions in bankruptcy for hearing before Mr Justice Vavenan Wii14ms, 
tractors’ Co county court Moritz Bergh’s app Pending June, 1895. 
Kent, Greenwich In re Building Societies Act, 1874, and In re Com- | In re Ashwin Expte Pollock v Ball 
ies Acts, 1862 to 1890, and In re Kent & Surrey Permanent Benefit | In re Cottrell Expte Skliros v Boulton 
uilding Soc (Bartholomew's appl) county court In re Linton Expte Mrs Linton v Trustee 
Same Same vSame (Morris’s appl) county court In re Hope Johnstone Expte Gillow v Off Rec 
Same Same v Same (Cole’s app) county court In re Same Expte Abel Knapton v Official Re- 
London v The Royal Agricultural Soc of England v The Vestry, &, of ceiver 
the Parish of St George’s, Hanover sq & ors quarter sessions, 12 & 13 | In re Caldwell Expte Haydon v Fox 
Vict c 45,8 11 In re L Expte Trustee v Harris 
Lancashire, Preston Pletts vy Campbell quarter sessions order & case | Inre Clarke Expte Official Receiver v Lamble 
Linpbinahine parts of Lindsey Buckler v Wilson magistrate’ oe 4 a Bowl Pinsent 
‘ 0 sey Buckler v 8 case n re Squire Expte of v 
rasan Haverfordwest Lane v Berdall & wife county court iy ors ‘ 
58 In re Page Green Expte Salaman v Moore & 
Met Pol Bis The London County Council v Davis Magistrate’s case In re Pennal Expte Oscar Berry v Dotiridge 
Cornwall, Falmouth Burley v Polkinghorn county court In re Wrench Expte Boyle v Wrench 
Hampshire, Portsmouth Mason vy Sandy county court pltf’s app In re Furse Expte Von Hagen v Oscar Berry 
Mid The Queen v H H Judge Bacon & anr deagfe Rese & ann) 2-s0 Besse Expte Cousins v Same 
nisi to hear act In re Dalrymple Expte White vy Davey 
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In re Ashwin te Ball v Pollock 

In re Eskon Expte Kirkaldy v Eskon 

In re Lobenstein Expte Trustee 

In re Saunderson Expte Official Receiver 

In re Coleman Expte Poppleton v Alderton 

In re Buckley & anr Expte Official Receiver v Wigram & 
ors 

In re Allen Expte Official Receiver v Raphael 

In re Withers Expte O’ Berry v Towers 

In re Dennis — Dennis v Senior Official Re- 
ceiver 

In re Learoyd & James Expte Board of Trade v Gaston 

In re Bowie | = Bassett v Senior Official Re- 
ceiver 

In re Dunhill Expte Rimington Wilson v Official 
Receiver 

In re Thompson Expte Board of Trade v Brittain 

In re Cook Expte Same v Same 

In re Jones, E Expte Same v Same 

In re Ions Expte Same v Rodger 

In re Finch Expte Official Receiver v Harris & 
ors 

In re Braid Expte Crew, J & A v Castle Hull 

In re Chesterton Expte Board of Trade v Robinson 





Masters 1x Cuampers ror Trinity Srrrinas, 1895. 

A to F—Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Johnson ; Tues- 

days, Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master Pollock. 
to N—Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Macdonell ; 

Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master Walton until the 30th Jane 
inclusive, after that day Master Butler until the end of the sitti 

O to Z—Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Wil srforce ; : 
Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master Manley Smith. 





Trintry Srrrmnes, 1895. 
a? hae F—All applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
e are to be made returnable before him in his own room, 
No. 181. 181, at ft 30 a.m., on Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays. 

G to N—All applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
to Master Butler are to be made returnable before him in his own room, 
No. 112, at 11.30, on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays, until the 2nd 
of July, on which day and until the end of the sittings he will take sum- 
monses in judge’s chambers—from the 2nd of July until the 11th of July 
Master Walton will take his summonses in his own room, No. 175, at 11.30 
a.m., on Tuesday, Thursday, and Saturday, after which date his sum- 
will be taken by the masters in this division. 

O to Z—All applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 

Master Archibald are to be made returnable before the masters in 
chambers in this division up to the 30th of June inclusive; after that date 
he will take them in his own room, No. 109, at 11.30 a.m., on Mondays, 
Wednesdays, and Fridays. 

The parties are to meet in the ante-room of masters’ chambers, and the 
summonses will be inserted in the printed list for the day after the sum- 
monses to be heard before the master sifting in chambers, and will be 
called over by the attendant on the respective rooms for a first and second 
time at 11.30, and will be dealt with by the master in the same manner as 
if they were returnable at chambers. By Oxpger or THe Masters. 


s 





Warnine To Intenpinc Hovss Purncnassrs anp Lzessexs.—Before pur- 
chasing or ren a house have the Sanitary ee thoroughly 
Examined by an from The Sanitary Engineering Co. (Carter Bros.), 
65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee for a London house 2 guineas ; 
country by arrangement. (Established 1875.)—[Apvr.] 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 
Regent’s-park-terrace, the wife of Bernard 
Cuan-Toox. a een ts ental — W., the wife Wa a dane of the Middle 
Temple, , barrister-at-law, of a mage en BL stillborn. India and Burma papers 








Diner boat, Strvthbvare wad, 8. the wife of G. Thorn Drury, barrister- 
at-law, prematurely, of twin daughters, one stillborn. 

MARRIAGE. 

ig, any EY wy 6, at Stedham, Sussex, by Rev. Ronald C. ur, Stephen 

Newcome Fox, of ghey Temple, ‘parrister-at-law, to Annie Eni i ur, of 

Wispers, Midhurst. 

DEATHS. 

Buanp.—June 10, Thomas Beard, of No. 10, Basinghall-street, City, solicitor, deputy- 

lieutenant, common and ex-under-sheriff of the Gig of La nate a 

Javors.—Jtine 10, a . haw pogeente, 11, Walmer-road, Birkdale evons, 


Liverpool, 
Muacvows.—June Jone 9 st st Blackdown near Haslem whilst on 
nl Macdoanli Sacdeonall of ah’ Bg a visit, from 
seg te 
Rosz-Inuzs.—June 11, at Madeira, George Rose-Innes, of Billi mare, E.C., and 
bs my ny bey Love Sony, Stlaee, and epaty eldeemen of, the Word of dgate, eldest son 
Innes, of Blachrie, Aberdeenshire, aged 








ew! &c., wanted to complete a 
, 16, Cheapside, London.— 


Oxp anp Rang Fring Insvnance 
Collection.—Particulars, by letter, to A. R. C 
[Apvr.] 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gaszette.—Fuivay, June 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loorep rm CHANCERY. 


Brwater, Tanqueray, & Puayre, Liamrrep—Petn for 
directed to be heard on ‘on June 17. Storey & Cowland, 22, ‘Theobal ae oh pera 


edad 


solors for petaer. "N of appearing must reach the 
o’clock in + Bf, 
Joux Ciaytor & Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Jul dg _ 
names and addresses, and of L, debts or claims, to 
’ \ » Manchester, oo ae auiator 





Mipiaxp Countizs Syxp1caTe, Recrngee i on or before Jul to3e to 

al AO, a ie pet ge peat meng 
99, Gresham st. Sugden, Ironmonger lane, solor to liquidator 

Premier Coxsouivarep Go.ip Co, Luurep—Creditors required, on or ee oy Jul 
to send thi names and addresses, an and particulars of “their debts or claims, to Willian 
Parker Owen, 6, Guoen st, Cheapside. Keddey & Co, 9, Fenchurch st, solors to 

quidator 

Szourrtizs Purcuass anv Issuz Trust, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
July 17, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Thomas Maskall, 99, Gresham st. Sugden, nrg lane, eolor to liquidator 

Sours Loypow Payrecunicon Co, paeen—-Coe dit i on or before Tuesday, 
June 18, to send their names and nod partiachantet Gide Gitte ax dain, 
Wi Brock Keen, 8, Church court, Old Jewry 

West Av —~_ & a * AND Soreaae Synpicats, Liurrep—Petn for win 





Stephen's ¢ - Fn Thal st, solors f a WS os aR 
phen’s rs, Tele; 80 ‘or appearing m e 
abovenamed not later 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 15 ‘ 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
CuarLestown Hovsrnoip Co-orzrative Society, Lamirep, 14, Whit lane, Pendleton, 
Manchester. May 25 
London Gasette.-—Tvuxspay, June 11. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lmorep rm CHanozsry. 

Home Counties Lanp anv Investment Co, naman Pe pre are ro on or | 
June 29, to send their names and ee their debts 
claims, to Joseph Benson and William Thomas “Oeden C2 A 

James B. Hencien Manvuractorine Co, Limirep (ancmaeran) Credo ono sogniees, 
on or before June 24 2 one in their names and iculars their 
debts or claims, to William Robertshaw, Temple st, Keighley, Youu? Robinson & Co, 

Bradford, solors for liquidator 

New Zeatanp Jupiter Syypicare, ame-Cod or before Ji =e 
25, to their names Pome yg pie ty 
Richard Rabbidge, 32, Poultry 

Otpianp, Narior, Liorp, & Co, Limirep—Cred 
to send their names and addresses, and 
Henry Gibson, 71, Temple row, Birmin 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 

Brnevo.ent Society at Syston, Wesleyan Schoolroom, Syston, Leics. June 1 

Gemees ro. No. 2 Murua. Loan anv Ixvestuent Society, George Hotel, Halesowen 
rd, Old hill, Dudley, Staffs. June 1 

Marpstons anp Mis-Kent Trapine Bawx, Liurrep, Earl st, Maidstone, Kent. June 1 

Op Hr Coxripentrat Murvat Loan anv Investuent Society, Old Cross Inn, Hales- 
owen rd, Old hill, Dudley, Staffs. June 1 





ired, on or before June 30, 
of tt their debts or claims, to Arthur 











CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, May 31. 
Bet, Ampross Winter, Norwich June 24 Bell v Bell, Stirling, J Blyth, Norwich 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day ov Cram. 

London Gaszette.—Turspay, June 4. 
Apams, Taomas Hanpzn, Egmont, Gent July15 Liddle, Newport, Salop 
Beavuont, Wri114m, Great Grimsby, Lincoln June15 Wilkin, Great Grimsby 
Corrari, Wiii1am, Birkdale, Gent July 15 Grundy & Co, Manchester 
Eant, Hewny Ricuarp, Buckland, Portsea July 8 Allen, Portsmouth 
Ferovson, Wiii1aM Hewry, Reading, Esq June 24 Beale & Martin, Reading 
Fisxz, Epwarp Brows, Beceles, Solicitor July1 Rix & Son, Beccles 
Hancocs, Any, Southsea July 16 W A Way & Son, Portsea 
Harzisox, Eainy, Denbigh July 15 Gold Edwards & Co, Denbigh 
Harrrerp, Martipa, Little Goodge st July 14 Williams, Gray’s inn 
Harvey, Frayors, Beckbury, Gent July 1 Osborne, Birmingham 
Hearveyr, Sanau, Newport, Salop July 15 Liddle, Newport, Salop 
Horxez, Marruew, Edgbaston, Retail Brewer July 4 Mogford, Birmingham 
Hortoy, Exizassrs, Birmingham July 1 Pepper & Tangye, Birmingham 
Kou.zr, Hexny Avoty Ricuarp, Finsbury, Merchant July1 Smith, Hoxton 
Lezs, Taomas, Ashton under Lyne July8 Whitworth, Ashton under Lyne 
Mantm, Asigar, Hounslow July 27 Robinson, Hounslow 
Moraay, Aww, Astley June24 Sprott & Morris, Shrewsbury 
Panpor, Samvet, Kilburn July6 Yates, Chancery lane 
Rosrxsow, Epuenp, Penrith, Churnmaker July6 Cant & Fairer, Penrith 
Scuanr, Sir Grorcz, Westminster July 10 Hores & Pattisson, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Suorrer, Locy, Fortessrd July 15 Broad & Francis, Bristol 


Tousox, Saucer Toxc, Dewsbury, Blanket Manufacturer July 6 Chadwick & Sons, 


Tareas, Hanae Aun, Salbuy July 12 Jennings, Kentish Town 


 Watxzn, Tadmas, Kingston upon Hull, Lighter Owner July1 T & A Priestman, Hull 


vee see b& Am &® m 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasetie.—Fuipay, June 7. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Ancuer, Eaxest Rosert, Burton on Trent, Butcher Bur™ 
tonon Trent Pet June1 Ord Junel 

Bevan, Puaruip, a Tinworker Carmarthen Pet 
May 30 Ord Ma: 

BinTWISTLE, JAMES, rawshasbooth, Lanes, Joiner Black- 
burn Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Boip, Wrtu1am, Norwich Hatter Norwich Pet May 23 
Ord May 


Box, hay mr Boston, Jeweller Boston Pet June 1 
une 1 

Barrtox, Ricuarp Hewry, Leeds, Hay Dealer Leeds Pet 
May 28 Ord June 1 

BroTuertoy, Jonny, \ ad Staffs, Grocer Walsall 
Pet May 31 Ord Ma 

Browne, we Pg Glos, Fisherman Gloucester 
Pet Jun: Ord June 4 

BueRrMayy, eaten England lan 
High Court Pet May9 Ord June 4 

Burxe, Atrazsp Davin, Talbot rd. 
a ks June 4 Ord June 4 

Camas, lege st, Westminster, Licensed Victualler 

igh Co Poh May 16 Ord June 4 

aR. ENTER, ‘eapenr New Barnet, Lace Warehouseman 
High Court et June 1 Ord Junel 

CHAPMAN, Seecks Wii1am, West Bromwich, Licensed 
Victualler West Bromwich Pet June4 Grd June 4 

Costey, Gzorcr Quisett, Great Grimsby, Cabinet 
Pet et’ May 20 Ord May 29 


nster Pet June5 Ord June5 
Dears, Cuar.es, Treforest, Gian. Mason Pontypridd 
Pet May 30 Ord May 30 
Docexat, Paut, Whitfield st, Tottenham Court 
a Victualler High Court Pet May 1 
ay 31 
Foon, yf, Great Yarmouth, Boot Maker Great 
Yarmouth Pet May 24 Ord June 4 
Gamuoyx, Wittiam Gaorez, Penydarren, Merthyr Tydfil 
er Merthyr Tydfil Pet June5 Ord June 5 
ane James Antuory, the younger, Bs Brighton, Fish 
Curer Brigh hton Pet June 5 
Joun, James Davip, Milford Haven, — Pem- 
broke Dock Pet June4 Ord June 
> ee, Kent, ‘Miller Hastings 
Pet Ma 


Pm y oevnty Merthyr Tydfil, Draper Merthyr 
Tydfil ~~ ome Ord June 5 

-—~T Distaff lane, Mantle Manufacturers 

» Gout Pet oe hey 21 Ord June 1 

Maer, Ropert James, Mendlesham, 8u ffolk, Miller 

8+ Edmunds Pet June4 Ord June 4 

en 4 Witu1am, Bill Quay, Durham, Builder New- 
castle on Tyne Pet Mayis Ord June 5 

Mitten, Grorex, New Catton, Norwich, Brickmaker 
Norwich Pet June4 Ord June 4 

Owen, Guirrita, Brynkir, Carnarvonshire, Grocer Port- 
madoc Pet June5 Ord June5 

Wim Pvutrorp, Flintshire, Publican 

Pet Junei1 Ord Junel 

Poruam, Hexry D, Cambridge ter, Hyde Park, Former! 
Manager to Indiarubber High Court Pet A) 
26 Ord June 5 


Porrs, Wituiam Arruur, Blyth, Northumberland Auc- 
tioneer Newcastle on Tyne Pet May 29 Ord May 29 

Reeves, Groner Tuomas, Hastings, Broker Hastings Pet 
June4 Ord June 4 

Rocrrs, Emma, Bournemouth, Boot Dealer Poole Pet 
May23 Ord June 5 

Suattmayn, Waiter Epwarp, Strood, Kent, Drover 

. ag R ng A pe Fan ot - 

mITH, James, Newport, Isle of Wight, Fishmonger New- 
port and Ryde Pet May 28 Ord May 26 

Srowett, Wituiam Jous, Bri Wheriwright Bristol 
Pet June5 Ord June 5 

Wituams, Groner, Gretton, Glos, Farmer Cheltenham 
Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

FIRST MEETINGS. 


KILuick, leay moc 


Pemberton, 
rexham 


Arcuer, Ernest Rosert, Burton on ot, Butcher 


June 15 at 12 Off Rec, St James’s chmbrs, 
—_ > Mrs, Cromer, Norfolk, Widow June 15 at 12 Off 
8, King st, Norwich 
Senate Aonanse, Leeds, Commission Agent June 
l4at3 Off Rec, 3 , Manor row, Bradford 
Brnry, Rurvs, Keighles, Washing Machine Maker June 
17 at 11 Of Ree, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
Brewster, CHARLES "Exias Bioomrizip, Plaistow, Essex, 
utcher June i4at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Baizeatey, Henry ,Josiau, Barertey, Jonw WIi.tam, 
and Frep Batertey, Denby Dale, Hu ers 
June 18at2 Off Ree, 6, ae = 
Brownie, ALyrep, Epney, Glos, Fisherman June 15 at 
1230 Off Rec, 15, King st, Gloucester 
Burners, WiuLiaM, ey agg Clement, Norfolk, Farmer 
Junel7 at 10 Court King’s Lynn 


Couex, Haznis, Fieldgate st, Whitechopel, Draper June 
bldgs, 


l4atll Carey st 

Cow.ey, James, st, oe Baker June l4 at 
2.30 bldgs, Carey st 

E-worruy, Atrrjep Joun, Upwell, Isle of Ely, Surveyor 
June 17 at 10.30 Court house, King’s Lynn’ 

Fuiuiove, Fraycis, Ramsey, Hunts, Cabinet Maker 
June 25 at 12 Law Courts, New rd, 

Ga.vop, WituaM Josrru, Exeter, Clerk June 14 at 10 
Off Ree, “— Exeter, 


13, ~_ circus, 
Gurxey, G ith er of Music June 





18 we 10.30 ge Blake, Sou South Quay, Gt Yar- 
Homer, Joszru, Butcher J 17 at 11 
ou, Bemioghem. une 23, 


| or saae Glos, Farmer June 15 at 11.30 Off 
Jonns, ooo Ta Cliftonville, Kent, Schoolmaster | 
June 14 at 3.30 53, st, Margate 





Cabdriver June 14 


row, Birmingham 
, & Co, Distaff lane, Mantle  eaarare 


Joxzs, WriuitaM Bevax, 


Mappocks, 
June 17 at 12 

McKewwa, Grorce Frepericx Nem, . at, Wine 

June 17 at 11 gy hd Carey st . 

Mites, Groner, New Sy Nocwieh 
June 15 at 11.30 Off Reo, 8, 

Parker, Wiuiiam Henry, Pocdae Ci in al Agent 
June 15 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Partixertox, Tom, Blackpool, Victualler June 21 
at2 Off Ree, 14, Chapel t Preston 

ra enn eid my Jos June 


4 at 11.45 a 
Suistens Jane » &-4] eymouth, Tbe i Geinster 


June 14 at 12.30 bg Fee Hotel, Weymouth 
Ricaarps, Jouy, Se 4 Carpenter 
June 18 at 11 


Rou.eston, Haney, oodgate, ‘Bromagrove, Profesional a ay AE 
Cricketer June 14 at 11.30 


st, Worcester 
Sxuever, Atraep, South Ealing, Middlesex, Mineral Water 
Manufacturer June 17 at 3 88, ‘Temple chmbrs, 


——_ avenue 
Surra, qaaee, Mospern, | W, Fishmonger June 15 at 3 
19, y 
Tuppennam, Atrrep Moszs Everarp, 5 Inn- 
keeper June 17 at1l Court House, nn 
Watwyrs, Tuomas Rupert, Bilston, Staffs, 
Off Rec, Wol 


17 at 11 

Wairtives — Butcher June 14 at 
11 Off Reo, 29, Queen een ey Cadi 

Builder 

mbrs, Temple 


avenue 
Wuuams, Groner, nr Whinchcomb, Glos, 
Farmer June County court bidgs, Chelten- 


June 


Wuyvrmarx, Wie inden 
June 15 at 11.30 Off en, 06, Tagle 


Gretton, 
20 at 3 


ham 
Wroort, Caartes Wittiam, Tydd St Mary, Lincs, Farmer 
June 17 at 10.15 Court House, King’s Lynn 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
mo Enxwest Rosert, Burton set, Butcher Bur- 


t Pet Junel Ord Junel 
Sane Ex.iex, Trowbridge, Wiltshire, Draper Bath 
Pet May 14 ‘Ord June 5 


me. ay + Lianelly, ‘Tinworker Carmarthen Pet 
May 30 Ord —s 

Birtwist.e, James, wshawbooth, Lanes, Joiner Black- 

Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Box, Frepraicx, Boston,’ Lincs, Jeweller Boston Pet 
Junel Ord Junel 

eas oy a Epney, Glos, Fisherman Gloucester 

Ord Seeee 

ean! + tng Torquay, Outfitter Exeter Pet May 6 
Ord May 28 

Burxe, Atrreep Davin, Talbot rd, Bayswater, Traveller 
Brentford 


PetJune4 Ord June 4 
Carpenter, Hersert, Wood st, Lace Warehouseman 
Court Pet 


Caapmay, Cuantes Wittiam, West Bromwich, Licensed 
Victualler West Bromwich PetJune4 Ord June 4 

Coser, Gzoror 6%, , Lines, Cabinet Maker 

Grimsby Pet May 18 May3 

Corper, Wituiam, Sible Somnees, Brickmaker 
Colchester Pet May 29 Ord May 31 

Cow ey, James, st, Homerton, Baker High Court 

Pet May 8 Ord May 31 


Daan, Onan, Er ze Glam, Mason Pontypridd 


Fane, Grorcr, 2, Toddngton, Beds, Farmer Luton Pet 
May 1 11 Ord Janel 


Gamuox, Witt14m San” ye Le gl Tydfil 
Baker Merth hyr Tydfil pet June 5 Ord June 
Gorr, Harry Pee i x -E—P Salop, Butcher 


Shrewsbury 20 Ord June 
Hanazis, Atrrep, Leicester, Brewer's mands Leicester 
Pe. 13 ‘Ord May 29 
RRISON, EpMunD. Market, Fruiterer High 
Court’ Pet May 21 Ord June 5 
Jou, James Davip, Milford Haven, Grocer Pembroke 
Dock Pet June4 Ord June 4 
Keeper Stock. 


Laysvury, Tuomas, Lin Yorks, Hotel 
ton on Tees and Midliceborough Pet May 27 Ord 
Massere, Ropert James, Suffolk, Miller 
St Edmunds Pet June4 Ord June 4 


Mitier, Groner, New Catton, ya Brickmaker Nor- 
wich Pet June4 Ord June 


Cuogs, Mi: Maris High Gans” er ond May Ste 


BY, all ITH, 
Pet June 4 
Pempertoyx, Witt1am Putrorp, Overton, Flints, Publican 
Perry, @ ete sp etbrie,Dule High 

, Gzore 
Court Pet Feb 8 
Ricxarp, JonaTuax, eetania ee Kimble, Bucks, 
aang Aylesbury Pet 2 a. I Pre 
Rossow, ART, Fy A 
Acme, Advt’ Co High ours Pot Ord 


me 


June 
Saunpi DERICK Mn Os Fish st Tronmonger 
roan, Peron fy ly 


ee Dani, : Ae 

‘une 

Suattmax, Watrer Epwanp, Strood, Kent, Drover 
ae Pet June 4 Ord June 8 Chub, 

Sreraexs, Hexary Porrine Crichton Adelphi 
terrace High Court Pet Fe 


Feb 27 Ord May 
Pet May 30 Ord May 30 _ 





——-- - —-—— 
wi Wi Beastmarket Merchant 
ey ee 
WYruis, Woollen Merchant 
High Court Pe Pet May 13 Ord 81 
London Gasette.—Torsvar, June 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. . 
Asouen, Wem 1HL1AM CHARLES, ates, Commented Dene 
June6é Ord June é 


| APPLEYaRD, oo Cuautes Epwarp, Leeds Leeds 
Pet June1 Ord June 1 


Baremax, Rt Hon Wiiuiam Bateman, — Baremay, 
Shobdon, Herefordshire Leominster June? Ord 
‘une 


Bowman, Joux, Ni Of no occupation Notting- 
ham Pet Ji 


‘une 6 ie 
Buockis, JonaTaax, Retort Foreman Leeds Pet 


June7 Ord June7 


Leeds 
er Et 
Fawortt, Ricuarp, Chellaston, Derbyshire, Civil Engineer 

Kingston upon Hull Pet May 20 Ord June 1 
Caneres, antaeey Laem, Gyan Leeds Pet Junel 
Gaimwoop, Bexsamin Tuo: est Tailor 

Sunderland Pet June 6 Ord me 
Boney 5S , Norwich, Stationer Norwich Pet May 94 


8 
ee aaa Tromas, Milton ie Farmer 
Pet June 6 
Ruabon, Builder Wrexham 


see eT 


Jougeon, Epwarp, Leicester, Dairyman Leicester Pet 


denen Wate’ Genaiees, © Higher, Glam 

ones, WILLIAM, , Swansea y 
Builder Swansea Pet May 28 Ord June 7 

Joxxs, Tom roe tf % Tailor 

28 June 8 

Jones, Ropert, Stonemason 

5 a Pet June6 Ord June6é 

OPLING RK, Durham, House Agent 
High Court’ Pet May 14 June 7 

Lovgnan, Daven antes, Cuetl, Traveller Cardiff Pet 
June7 Ord June7 


aarpenss Lf ney 3 Ee. Bae Keeper Newport, 


“an im + An, ew Colliery, 
Butcher Durham Pet J é Ord Juns'6 


Come, Wii, a, Jak, i meaniog, Scien, 
Pange, Bran, Rivne cr 
Ro Jouy, 

BINSON Meade P iz, eyten, ae Cee Siew, Code digas 
any Faepenic«, Barton, nr Cheshire, Farmer 


Pet May 27 Ord June 


vieaet Groros Hear, Gemy Yorks, Farmer 
Kingston upon Pet Pa itece Oa June 6 : 


June 6 
Newtown Pet May 16 


Waa hash Wi 
Court’ Pet Feb $2 Wale on 
Wuippett, Jaues Ayano, Herne , Cabinet Maker 
w 5 sareaes Ord June 
ILKINSON, JAMES WILL Inn- 
akefield Pet ‘June 6 — 
Wisow, St Beary. rd, Solicitor 


High Court P.t ee 


beg Serge Sates, Waste Brighton Pet 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
ALLES, 


= xnyene 18 of tl Om Bon be 


AppLey Ricuarp 
Grocer” June 20 at 11 cena Borie, Ta, at 
Bevan, Pati, Lianelly, Tinworker June 18 at 11.30 Off 
ll, st, Carmarthen 


Pent ii Reape cae pe wane“ 


Coster, Gonos Quipe.y, Great Cabinet Maker 
bby) tend edema Fane "Great 
June 19 at 12 Off Keo, 81, Alexandre rd, Bwances 


D. J W Woodhouse, Leeds, Greengrocer 
“Tae 19 at 11 Of 22, Park row, Leeds 


Danae, Jems, Pevoul, Miller June 18 at 1 
Sanders and Son, High 

Dasae, Coen, — June 21 at 8 
Licensed Victualler June ‘18 at 230 Dankruptey 

Fears, WiL.iaM Lombard st, Solicitor June 
18 at 12 rg 

wer} yy Maker June 21 at3 

eutin eae Sussex,Baker J 
ati? Om Ree, 4, a - 


tk, Of Hn, 8 Albert rnd Midlecborvegh — 
we, Sat hae Nora Ragetaygee 


mand ga 
, idsicite s Zone 
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Nottingham, Monumental Scul 
Off Rec, St Peter’s Church walk, 


June 18 at 12.30 


Jacxsos, Harry, 
J 18 at 12° 


Jounsow, Eowarp, Leicester, Dairyman 
Off Reo, 1, st, Leicester 
— mane, Walsall, ~ Manufacturer 

at 11.30 Off Rec, Walsal 


Luxor, ge Newcastle on JES Medical Ele ctrician 
June 2% at 11.30 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on 


ot- 


June 


. Middlesborough, Hotel 
Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middles- 


Kingston on Thames, Coach- 
24, Railway app, London 


'yne 
Laysury, Tomas, Lintho 
Keeper Junel9at3 O 


Rosert Simupsor, 


baler 3 June 20 at 12.30 


meee Bosert Janes, Mendlesham, Suffolk, Miller 


Buckie, Jovaruan, Leeds, Retort Foreman Leeds Pet 
June7 Ord June7 

Dacre, Jonx Wiit1am, Woodhouse, Leeds, Carting Agent 
eds Pet June1 OrdJunel 

Evans, Watrer Hewny, Bristol, Butcher Bristol Pet 
May 25 Ord June 6 

F.oop, Caartes, Gt Yarmouth, Boot Maker Gt Yarmouth 
Pet May 24 Ord June 6 

Garsurt, Exvizasetu, Leeds, Optician Leeds Pet June 1 
Ord June 1 

Hamuyy, Lesovrsz, Richmond, Surrey Wandsworth Pet 

H Jan 5 Pras amt 9 Pembs, D 

arrizs, Francis James, Fishguard, va raper 

Pembroke Dock Pet May 17 Ord June 

Hows, Taomas, Milton Keynes, Bucks, le North- 


allerton Pet June6é Ord June 6 
Wrex- 





June 18 at 12.15 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Menepirn, Fowarp James, and Enwarp Srernen Menre- 
Ire, ayo. Glam, Colliers June 21 at 12 Off 


ene Exumua, Bournemouth, Boot Dealer June 18 at | 
12.30 Off Rec, Salisbury 

Suarrz, Ricsarp Giesox, James st, Covent Garden, 
Fruit Merchant June'19 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, | 


Carey st | 
Srewart, ‘ C, ee Bares Islington June 20 at1l Bank- 
ruptey bl 


Terry, Ricnarp Rewycimay, Leatherhead, Surrey, School- 
master June 20at12 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 
Watters, Morcax Laycetot, Dowlais, Glam, Provision 
June 18 at 12 Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 
Wiixinsox, James Wituramu, Whitwood, Normanton 
eer June 18 at 11 Off Rec, 6, Bond terrace, 


Witxixsox, Witt1am Hewny, Bradford, Cabinet Maker 
June 2®at3 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Youna, C, } gay nae yo Baker June 2% at 11.30 | 
Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Card: 


ADJUDICATIONS. | 


Aystice, Witi1am Coarces, Cardiff, Commercial Traveller 
Cardiff Pet June6 Ord June 6 

Aprieyarp, Ricuarp Cuartes Epwarp, Leeds, Grocer 
Pet June1 Ord June 1 


Bene. Apert, West Hartlepool, Tailor Sunderland Pet 
June 8 
anes b Wiessay, Norwich, Hatter Norwich Pet May 22 
juny poe St John’s rd, enon, Grocer High Court 
Pet March 18 oe June 6 
em, Confectioner Not- 


Bairrox, Ricnarp Hryry, Leeds, Hay Dealer Leeds Pet 
May 2 Ord June 6 


Hueues, Tuomas, Johnstown, Denbigh, Builder 
ham Pet June5 Ord June5 

Jouxson, Epwarp, Leicester, Dairyman Leicester 
June6 Ord June6 

| Jones, Rosert, Pwilheli, Carnarvon, Stonemason Port- 
madoc Pet Juneé Ord June 6 

Joyxrs, Tom Rees, Tonypandy, Glam, Tailor Pontypridd 
Pet May 27 Ord June8 

Lovener, Davin Lewis, Cardiff, Traveller Cardiff Pet 
June7 Ord June7 

Macpoyaup, Duncan, —T 
Tydfil Pet June5 Ord 

| Oswext, Witiram, Jackfield, “talon, Licensed Victualler 
Madel ey Pet June5 Ord June 6 

Ottver, ALrrep Grorer, Sateen. Boot Manufacturer 
Leicester Pet May 10 Ord June7 

Puituirs, Henry Faeosrick, Norfold rd, 8t John’s Wood, 
Turf and P aad Agent High Court Pet Mar 29 

near Wellin 


Ord June 6 

Rosinsox, Jouy, Eyton, =, Salop, Cycle 
Agent Madely Pet June7 Ord 

Sraincer, Ricwarp, Bicton Heath, Salon, alls Shrews- 
bury Pet May 24 Ord June 5 

Taywor, Joun Birapew Mercatrr, Victoria st, Captain in 
the Army High Court Pet Feb 22 Ord June 6 

Toose, Wrux1am, Childhay, nr Broadwindsor, Dorset, Far- 
mer Bristol Pet May1 Ord Junes 

Vickers, Grorce Henry, Cherry Burton, Yorks, Farmer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet June6 Ord June 6 

Wuipperr, James Atrarp, Herne Bay, Kent, Cabinet 
Maker Canterbury Pet June8 Ord June 8 


Wiixixsoy, James Wiii1am, Whitwood, Normanton, Inn- 
keeper Wakefield Pet June 6 Ord June 


Pet 


— Draper Merthyr 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Autzy, J. Barrow, Holford sq High Court Adjud June 
bee dsss 1889 Annul June 4, 1895 





SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


June 17.—Messrs. Henrie, Sox, & Daw, at the Mart, 
E.C., at 2 o’clock, Two Freehold Residences and an © 
Absolute Reversion to £1,800 India Stock (see advertise. — 
ments, June 8, p. 532). ‘ 

June 18.—Meesrs. ~~) ee Farmer, & Barnes. 
WaTerR, at the Mart, E.C., o’clock, Freehold 
Ground-rents, and me B+ Properties (see 
advertisements, June 8, pp. 3, 6). : 


June 19.—Messrs. Herria, Sox, 
Hotel, Maidenhead, at 3 o'clock, a 


(see advertisement, June 8, p. 532). 


June 19.—Messrs. H. E. Foster a Cranrig.p, at the 
E.C., at 2 o'clock, Freehold Shop Property, 
Houses and Stabling (see advertisement, May 25, p. 5), 


at the Mart, E.C. 


Mey 


& Daw, t, the Bear 
Freehold Property 


June 20.—Measrs. Tucxetrt & Soy, 
Freehold Residential Estate (see advertisement, 
25, p. 4; June 8, p. 550). 





All letters intended for publication in the © 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated © 
by the name of the writer. 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the | 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that” 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 


Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- ; 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post-~ 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26s. ; by Post, 28s. Soxiorrors’ JOURNAL, | 
26s. Od. ; by Post, 28s. Od. Volumes bownd © 
at the office—cloth, 2s. 9d., halt law calf, 7 
5s. 6d. 











SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


For the Relief of Poor and Recessitons Solicitors and Proctors in England and Wales, and their Wives, Widows, and Families. 





(INSTITUTED 1858.) 





THE THIRTY-FIFTH ANNIVERSARY FESTIVAL 


THE WHITEHALL ROOMS, 


OF THIS ASSOCIATION WILL BE HELD AT 


HOTEL METROPOLE, LON DON, 


On FRIDAY, the 21st of JUNE, 1895, at Seven o'clock p.m. precisely. 
Sir RICHARD NICHOLSON in the Chair. 








Hawry Arrizz, Esq., London. 

R. M. Bracucrort, Esq., London. 

H. C. Buppor, Esq., J. P., oe 
W. F. Buanpy, Esq. ve ing. 

W. B. Brook, Esq., Sperm 

D. Travers Burors, , Bristol. 

G. Roppam Burn, Esq., London. 
Srantey Cuapman, Eeq., M.O.C., London. 
H. Morran Corton, Eea., London. 
Grantuam R. Dopp, Esq., London. 
Rozert L. Devonsure, deq., London. 
Rozert Ex.ert, Esq., Cirencester. 
Lewis Eaanvz., 


Samuzt Harzts, Esq. 
Bovunrcuizr F. Hawxsiey, Esq., “London. 
Avavusrvus Hetpzr, Esq., Whitehaven. 


LIST OF STEWARDS. 
| W. H. Hernerr, Esq., London. 
|'T. J. Hoorsr, Esq., Biggleswade. 
| Joun Hu NTER, , London. 
F. W. Imperr- Terry, Esq., Aston, Stevenage. 
Henry Kiupsr, Esq., M.P., London. 
T. Luanwarng, -» Hereford. 
Epwin Low, Esq., London. 
F. Kynastow Marcatre, bee. » London. 
xford. . 


F. P. Morretz, Esq., 
J. Vernon Muscrave, ++ London. 
“York. 


A. J. Newron, 

J.A. Nicuoison, 

Sir Tuomas Pare, London. 

| R. Pennineton, Esq., J.P., London. 
T. J. oe em Esq., London. 

J. Prior, Esq., London. 

Wru1us M, YKR, Esq., London. 





| C. Watton Sawsripes, Esq., London. 
T. Sxewzs-Cox, Esq., J.P., Richmond. 
Wits Sma, Esq., Harlesden. 
Sronzy Saurru, Esq., 
Epwarp J. Stannarp, Esq., 
T. H. Sreruens, Esq., 

J. Recap Symonps, Esq., Hereford. 
A. Ganorwoop Tayior, Esq., Derby. 
R. W. Tweepr, Esq., London. 

J.J. E. a Eeq., ren rt. 
W. Metmorn Watrzns, Esq mdon. 
C. Ponsonsy WILMgR, bw “London. 
Sir J. T. Woopxovss, H 
Harry Woopwarp, Esq., London. 

Sir R. H. Wyart, D.L., 5. P., London. 


5 On 





tions to be included on the Festival List are earnestly solicited. 


The Secretary will be 
Dinner Tickets (25s. 


py to hear from members of the profession who may desire to add their names to the above List of Stewards. 
yang be obtalae of any of tie Soventa, or at the Offices of the Association, 9, Clitford’s-inn, London, E.C. 


J. By: SCOTT, Seoretary. 





